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LONDON, JUNE 5, 1875. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Iy THE RECENT case or Henderson v. Slevenson, the 
Houseof Lords have decided a point which is not new in 
principle, but is of great pvactical importance to all rail- 
way passengers. ‘The plaintiff sued the defendants, 
who were owners of steamers running between Dublin 
and Silloth, for the loss of his luggaze, caused by the 
wreck of the steamer in which he was carried as their 

ger. They replied that on the back of his ticket 

were printed the words .“'This ticket is issued on the 
condition that the company incur no liability whatever 
in respect of loss, injury, or delay, to the passenger, or 
to his or“her luggage, whether arising from the act, neg- 
lect, or default of the company or their servants, or 
otherwise. It is also issued subject to all the conditions 
and arrangements published by the company.” The 
Court of Session, where the action was brought, deter- 
mined that he was not bound by this condition, and the 
House of Lords have affirmed that decision. The nearest 
case to the present is, perhaps, Zhe York and New- 
castle Railway Company v. Crisp (2 W. R. 428), where 
the plaintiff was held to be bound by a condition printed on 
the back of the ticket; but there the essential difference 
existed that there was on the face of the ticket an 
express reference to the conditions on the back, and a 
statement that the ticket was issued subject to them; 
the absence of any such reference was insisted on by 
the learned Lords in the present case. In Van Toll vy. 
South-Eastern Railway Company (10 W. R. 578), 
again, the conditions were printed on the back, but the 
contract was not for conveyance, but was of an altoge- 
ther special kind, and the court, having power to draw 
inferences of fact, came to the conclusion that the plain- 
tiff had known and accepted the conditions. On the 
other hand, in the old cases before the Carriers Act, it 
was always held that the special notice limiting the 
carrier’s common law liability must be actually brought 
to the knowledge of the sender (Kerr v. Willan, 6 
M.&8S. 150). And similarly in the recent case of Lewis 
v. M‘Kee (17 W. R. 325, L. R. 4 Ex. 58), where the bill 
of lading had indorsed on it a special condition pre- 
cluding recourse to the indorser, it was held that the 
master was not bound by the indorsement which he 
had not seen, and to which his attention had not been 
_ drawn. The point is of great importance to travellers 
| and consignors, who, if they have strong sight, will con- 
_ Stantly find printed in small characters, on the back of 
the ticket which is handed to them by the railway com- 
pany, either the text of some condition, or more prob- 
ably, a reference to some volume where the text of nume- 
Tous and stringent conditions is printed, by which con- 
ditions the railway company hold them to be bound. 
| How far it may be desirable to subject the liberty of 





contract to statutory rules is a question deserving care- 
ful consideration; but mo one can doubt the propriety 
of holding that if a man is to be subjected to extraordi- 
nary conditions, depriving him of the rights whieh 
would at common law attach to an open contract of the 
kind he knows himself to be entering into, he should 
have fair warning of the fact, and that a company which 
puts such conditions where they are practically invisible 
and unknown, must be taken to have made a contract 
free from any such conditions. 

A suggestion is made by some of the learned lords 
which raises a curious question. The suggestion is that 
the contract is made independently of, and antecedently 
to the issuing of the ticket, and that it cannot be varied 
by what is on the ticket ; the effect of which would be 
that any special terms must be effectually notified before 
the issue of the ticket. The ticket, however, has been 
commonly treated, not indeed as creating a contract be- 
tween the passenger and the company, but as being, ina 
certain sense, a memorandum of its terms agreed upon 
between the parties. It isin truth very difficult to say 
what its exact function is. It is clear that it does 
not contain the whole terms of the contract. The 
passenger commonly regards it as nothing but a receipt 
or a pass; and it may be doubted whether a passenger 
ticket (which stands on a very different footing from 
a consignment note) ought to be regarded as any- 
thing else. But still the question remains, What, in re- 
spect of himself and his luggage, is the contract which 
a passenger enters into with the company, and where are 
its termsto be found ? We doubt whether the question be- 
tween railway companies und their passengers will ever be 
satisfactorily settled without the aid of some statute, 
either defining what shall be in all cases the rights and 
liabilities of the parties incidental to the contract of con- 
veyance, or allowing the companies to take advantage of 
special terms under conditions and restrictions similar 
to those contained in the Railway and Canal Traffic Act. 
It has a plausible sound to say that the public at large 
are not forlorn persons needing special protection, and 
that, if a company imposes oppressive terms, some other 
company will at once be found, with several millions of 
capital, to offer better ones. But, practically speaking, 
this is all contrary to the fact; and we believe that it 
would be for the interest of both parties that their rela- 
tions should be put by statute on some definite and well 
ascertained footing. 


AN INTERESTING AND IMPORTANT QUESTION has recently 
been argued in the Court of Queen’s Bench with re- 
spect to the right of a returning officer at a parlia- 
mentary election to receive from a candidate a gratuity 
for his services. No decision was given upon the 
matter, the parties to the action having, upon the sug- 
gestion of the court, agreed to a stet processus ; but from 
what occurred during the argument it may be inferred 
that a returning officer who takes a gratuity for his 
trouble runs a very considerable risk of having to suffer 
pains and penalties, and, in particular, may possibly have 
to pay a penalty of £500 to the party grieved. 

The action was brought by one of the candidates for 
Cricklade at the last general election against the return- 
ing officer to recover a penalty of £500, under 7 & 8 
Will. 3, c. 25, s. 7, for what was alleged to be the 
‘“‘wilful offence’ of taking a fee of £10 10s. for his ser- 
vices from the candidates. The plaintiff's share of the 
£10 10s. was a sixth, there having been six candidates, 
and it need hardly be said, therefore, that his right to 
recover was narrowly scrutinized. In point of fact 
the Court of Queen’s Bench appeared to entertain very 
great doubt as to whether, upon the facts proved and 
found by the jury, the defendant had brought himself 
within the statute so as to be liable to pay the 
penalty. It was proved at the trial that he took the 
money, knowing it to be a fee or gratuity, “% be- 
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lieving he had aright to take it ; and further, it was proved 
that for a long series of years it had been customary in 
Crickiade for returning officers to take similar sums. 
Now the second section of the Act enacts that neither 
the sheriff, &c., in any county or city, nor the mayor, 
bailiff, . . . or other officer of any borough to whom the 
execution of any writ or precept doth belong or ap- 
peftain, shall give, pay, receive, or take any fee, 
reward, or gratuity whatsoever for the making out, receipt, 
delivery, 1eturn, or execution, of any such writ or pre- 
cept.” ‘The difficulty which occurred as to the 
action arcse under section 5, which enacts that every 


sheriff, &c., and other oiicer to whom the execution of | 


any writ or precept shall belong for the electing of mem- 
bers to serve in Parliament, for every wilful offence con- 
trary to this Act ‘shall forfeit to every party so grieved 
the sum of £500,” and it was contended thet to consti- 
tute a “ wilful offence” against the statute it must be 


established, uot only that the defendant knew that he | 
was doing the prohibited act, but also that he knew that ; 


it was prohibited. Nowin the Cricklade case there 
eculd be no doubt the defendant thought he was doing 


what he had aright to do, and had no intention what- | 
ever of offending against a statute of which, in all prob- | 


ability, he had never heard. But it seems coubtfal 
whether this contention can be sustained To discover 
the meaning of the words “ offence contrary to this Acs” 
in section 7 it is necessary to refer to section 2, and there 
we find it to be the receiving of a gratuity. To receive 
a gratuity, thea, “ wilfully”’ renders a returning officer 
liable to the penalty; and what can “ wilfully’”’ mean 
but “knowingly,” 7.¢., the defeadant must know that he 
is doing the thing which in fact is ‘‘ au offence contrary 
to this Act?” 

It was also suggested for the defendant that, as the 
gratuity was in fact given after the election was over, the 
Act did not apply ; but this circumstance surely cannot 
be material. It would appear to be not improbable, 


therefore, that in similar circumstances in future the ! 


The case 


penalty may be held to have been incurred. 
having been arranged out of court, no authoritative deci- 


sion has been formally pronounced, But, as the practical 
lesson of the case, we should recommend returning officers 
at parliamentary elections, until Sir Henry James's Bill 
has passed into law (which in the schedule appended to 
it specifies the payments which returning officers may 
receive), to abstain from taking any fee whatever for 
their services at the election. By taking such a fee they 
run the risk of having to pay a heavy penalty, or of being 
subjected to the annoyance of a criminal prosecution. 


Or aut tre PROposALs for improving legal education 
that which has caused nx the most unfeigned delight is 
ove which Mr. “E. K. Karslake, bencher,” has developed 
this week in the columns of the Z'imes. It may be 
bricfly described as a Scheme for Bothering the Benchers, 
wud in general excellence of conception and felicity of 
diction is beyond praise. As Mr. Karslake, however, says 
that it is capable of improvement, we may humbly 
venture, while explaining it to our readers, to make a 
few suggestions which we are vain enough to think wiil 
bring it as near to perfection as can reasonably be hoped 
for. 

The proposal is, imprimis, that the examination 
with a view to a call to the bar shall be conducted by 
those benchers who, “ having filled the highest positions, 
from accidental circumstances’’ (mark the pleasant 
euphemism) have sufficient leisure “to enable them to 
give their services, ¢.g-, Lord Chelmsford, Lord Hatherley, 
Sir W. Erle, Lord Selburne, and Lord Penzance.” ‘This 
examination is to be confined to the various branches of 
the law, because, as most of the gentlemen examined will 
have “probably taken a degree at Oxford, Cambridge, 
or Dublin,” they will have either taken Lonours at those 
universities or, which evidently is just as good for the 


-? 


purpose, “have declined to be candidates for such 
honours.” 
Secondly, subject to the approval of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, benchers not suffering “ from 
| accidental circumstances ”’ are to examine in the various 
| branches of the law, “and also in classics, mathematics, 
modern languages, &c., gentlemen who have been ad- 
| mitted'to practise as attorneys.” We cannot speak too 
| highly of this proposal, which supplies a want never yet 
| provided for in any scheme. for legal education. While 
some provision has been made for the education of 
articled clerks, nothing has yet been done for admitted 
attorneys ; for instance, the heads of the various firmsin 
Lincoln’s-inn and the City. Mr. Bircham, Mr. Farrer, 
Mr. Freshfield, and other gentlemen of similar standing 
are allowed to remain without any means of testing 
their acquirements in classics, mathematics, and modern 
languages. This is manifestly a most culpable omission, 
and it is to be supplied in the following manner:— 
the non-accidental-circumstance benchers will be able, 
“for some years at least,” to supply “out of their own 
body” examiners in classics and mathematics. But in 
modern languages the examiners “ will associate with 
themselves some professor or professors or other gentleman 
, or gentlemen, being natives of the country in whose 
' (sic) language the examivation takes place.’ English, 
apparently, will be one of the modern languages in which 
a native assessor will be found advantageous. 

There yet remains another class to be provided for, and 
that is the general public “who present themselves in 
the various branches of the law.’’ These, also, the benchers 
are to examine. We note, however, an omission here. 
“Tt is believed,” says Mr. Karslake, “ that such gentle- 
men will, for some time to come, be but few, as the 
tendency of Englishmen in general is.at present in favour 
of practice rather than theory, and most young men who 
can afford to be idle devote themselves to field sports and 
. athletic exercises rather than to intellectual pursuits of 
any kind.” But surely this class also ought to be provided 
for. Is there no bencher, we would seriously ask Mr. 
Karslake, who is competent to act as an examiner in field 
sports ? 

We grieve to find that Mr. Karslake does “not con- 
sider it within the province of the Inns of Court to find 
examiners of the public at large in subjects other than 
law,” but we earnestly hope that on further consideration 
he will withdraw this retrograde opinion. It is obvious 
that the acquirements of the benchers in classics and 
mathematics pre-eminently fit them for this duty, and, 
with the assistance of a staff of natives, they might also 
undertake the examination in modern languages of the 
general public.. We beg Mr. Karslake to reconsider this 
part of his letter. 

It is only necessary to add that the services of the 
examining benchers would “of course be gratuitous,” 
and we are glad to find that, if the Inns of Court will not 
pay for the medals, the benchers are to do so. The source 
of payment for the “ natives” is not expressly provided 
for, but it ought, at any rate in the case of a native of 
this country, clearly to be made out of the private 
pocket of the bencher who finds it necessary to avail 
himself of this assistance. 








Ar THE MEETING Of the Legal Education Association on 
Wednesday Lord Selborne explained at some length the 
reasons which led him to the conclusion that, even if the 
School of Law Bill should cease to be a Bill for the es- 
tablishment of a school of law, it would nevertheless be 
desirable to persevere with it. He thinks there will be 
a substantial gain in having an independent examining 
body—a point on which we shall not disagree with 
lim—and he also thinks that the excision of the 
provisions relating to the establishment of a teaching 
staff will not be fatal to a measure containing similar 
provisions being carried hereafter—a point which, with 
great deference, we venture to think is more doubtful. 
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It seems to us that the result of the passing of a Bill 
merely containing provisions for the establishment of an 
examining body will be to place in the hands of the 
opponents of reform in legal teaching the powerful plea 
for delay thet time should be given to existing 
institutions to adapt their teaching to the require- 
ments of the examiners. Delay in matters of 
this kind is dangerous, for it is not easy to evoke 
every three or four years a movement in favour of 
legal education such as that which led to the formation 
of the Legal Education Association, and there is reason 
4o fear that, with the passing of the mutilated Bill, the 
question will be allowed to go to sleep. At the same 
time, we are fully alive to all that may be said as to the 
expediency of taking what you can get, and to the diffi- 
culties which present themselves as to the means of sup- 
port of the school of law. But the pleas urged by Lord 
Selborne do not appear to meet the objection we have 
ventured to express to the tactics he has adopted in the 
conduct of his measure in the House of Lords. Can it be 
advisable to haul down your flag before any serious 
attack has been made? Lord Selborne is reported to 
have remarked on the first reading of his Bill that it was 
not essential to it that the institution it proposed to 
establish should be a teaching body, and he repeated this 
statement in substance on the second reading on Friday 
week. We are glad to observe that in the report adopted 
at the recent meeting stress is laid upon the fact that 
the Bill proposes to create a general school of law “ which 
shall be provided with a staff of well-paid and efficient 
teachers, as well as with a competent and independent 
examining board,” and we cannot help hoping that, after 
all, it may not be found necessary to saci#fice the clauses 
of the Bill which relate to this subject. 





WE Learn with some amusement that the application 
on behalf of an articled clerk, on the refusal of which 
by the Court of Queen’s Bench we commented last week 
(Ex parte Sayer, 23 W. R. 595), was subsequently made 
to the Court of Common Pleas, on affidavits substantially 
the same as those before used ; and that court, although 
informed of the course taken by the Queen’s Bench, at 
once granted the application on the same terms as wefe 
imposed in Ex parte Blaydes (23 W. R. 312), namely, 
that the order should be absolute unless, within four days 
after notice to them, the Incorporated Law Society showed 
cause to the contrary. A like circumstance occurred 
many years ago in the ease of Ex parte Breden, where 
the Common Pleas (12 C. B. N. S. 351) granted a similar 
application by an articled clerk, which had been pre- 
viously refused by the Queen’s Bench (2 B. & S. 649) 
but in that case some of the facts were not befere the 
latter court, and under the circumstances, as subse- 
quently stated, the Queen’s Bench concurred with the 
Common Pleas in granting the application. The lesson 
of the recent case is thus reduced to a mere warning to 
articled clerks not to go to the Queen’s Bench when the 
Common Pleas is available. Would it not be possible 
for the judges of both courts to come to some under- 
standing as to the point at which the line shall be drawn, 
beyond which neither court will advance in the exer- 
cise of the discretion given by the statute, and so save 
articled clerks the expense of repeated applications, and 
the uncertainty which the present state of the decisions 
involves ? 





Mr. C. E. Lewis on Thursday evening announced in the 
‘House of Commons that, owing to the state of public business, 
he would postpone till next session the motion which stood on 
the notice paper in his name, relating to the power exer- 
cised by the judges of summarily convicting for contempt of 
court, The fact that that matter had been so frequentl 
mentioned in connection with the Tichborne case, from which 
he wished entirely to disconnect it, was another reason why 
he felt it was not desirable to proceed with his motion this 
Session. 





THE REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
CORRUPT PRACTICES. 


Tue Select Committee on Corrupt Practices have now 
made their report, which contains several valuable sug- 
gestions for the amendment of the existing law. 

Their first proposal is that every petition involving a 
charge of corrupt practices should be tried before two 
judges instead of one, and that no member should be 
unseated nor any one declared guilty of corrupt prac- 
tices except on the joint decision of the judges. The 
committee have had before them various suggestions, 
and no doubt reasons will readily occur to every one why. 
a tribunal differently composed is preferable to the 
one they have selected; we believe, however, that 
they have made a wise choice, and that on reflection 
it will be found that reasons preponderate in 
favour of their proposal over either that of lay assessors, 
or a court of all three election judges. That the de- 
cisions of a single judge on issues so important and 
which excite such strong feeling do not command con- 
fidence, is certain and was to be expected. Nor is the 
responsibility such as should be imposed on a single 
man; especially on one who, from his very familiarity 
with the canons of evidence, and from the sensitiveness 
to criticism which only an instructed mind can feel, will 
be far more alive to its burden than a layman. But we 
see no sufficient reason for confining the provision to 
the case of petitions alleging corrupt practices. The 
exception would be of hardly any practical effect, and is 
therefore not worth making; and, to judge by experi- 
ence, the excepted cases will probably afford questions of 
quite as great difficulty as the others. 

Of still greater importance are the resolutions come to 
by the committee with respect to themode of dealing with 
corrupt practices. By the second resolution it is proposed 
that ‘‘ immediately after the decision of the judges has 
been pronounced upon an election petition, or as soon 
after as may be,” all persons with respect to whom there 
has been evidence of their having bribed, &c., shall, in 
case there shall be sufficient evidence to warrant their 
being put on their trial, be brought by summons before 
the election judges to be summarily tried, and may, if 
convicted by them, be sentenced to three months’ 
imprisonment ; their prosecution being conducted, 
according to the third resolution, by an officer to 
be appointed by the Attorney-General, and paid 
for, as formerly, under 5 & 6 Vict. c. 102. This 
second resolution seems to have been drafted without 
sufficient reflection. What kind of a trial of an alleged 
briber will that be which is held before a tribunal which, 
on the very assumption of his guilt having been proved 
before it, has already declared the election void? If the 
judges acquit they will upset their own previous 
decision; if they convict it will naturally be said that 
they do so ‘because they are bound to support their 
decision; and that decision meanwhile will have 
been pronounced after a hearing at which, with 
reference to the whole case on the petition, 
no one may have been interested to make any 
strenuous opposition to the finding. It is ob- 
vious that if the election judges are to try the alleged 
bribers, their decision on the petition must be suspended 
until the decisions in the particular cases are come to. 
Nor would there be any considerable mischief in this. 
The delay need not be long, for every person and matter 
needed for the trial would be already at hand. Provi- 
sion might be made, by rules, for giving to all implicated 
fair and full notice of the charges intended to be brought 
against them, and the prosecution might proceed at once 
as soon as the case on the petition was closed. Subject to 
this qualification, the proposed provision seems to us the 
most likely and practicable suggestion yet made. It is 
founded on the true principle put forward by Bentham 
that the certainty of punishment is more deterrent than 
its magnitude, and that a comparatively slight penalty 
in the hands of a tribunal which means to use it will 
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serve the purpose of repression better than a heavy one, 
the infliction of which depends on the verdict of sym- 
pathizing fellow-criminals. 

The 9th and 10th resolutions deal with the same sub- 
ject. The former proposes that every person reported by 
the judges to be guilty of corrupt practices within the 
meaning of the Corrupt Practices Act, 1854, shall be 
disqualified from voting, for seven years from the report, 
for the county or borough where the corrupt practice has 
been proved to have occurred; and the latter presses 
very strongly the alteration of the lawin reference to the 
penalties imposed by section 43 of the Act of 1868. The 
former of these resclutions is carelessly drawn, and its 
framers seem to have forgotten their previous resolution 
as to the trial of persons charged with the «active 
part in such offences. That provision existing, 
no penalty should be attached to any one charged on 
the petition as a briber, &c., except a person whom 
the judges have thought fit to try, and who has had the 
chance of a trial; and if a person be tried and con- 
victed, then the penalties should be attached to that 
conviction; and the report contemplated by section 11, 
sub-section .14, of the Act of 1868, should either be 
superseded so far as concerns branch (4), or that part of 
the report should be confined to persons who have ad- 
mitted themselves bribed (and whose trial is not pro- 
vided for), or persons who on the independent proceed- 
ing have been found guilty as bribers by the judges, 
and a; to whom the report might state the result 
of that trial, and serve as evidence of its result. 
This resolution was no doubt passed, somewhat thought- 
lessly, to meet the doubt thrown out by Blackburn, J., in 
the Bewdley case (1 O'M. & H. 176), and which has 
also been entertained by other judges; but the true 
way of dealing with the matter would be by expressing 
more clearly how far the judge’s power of reporting 
against a person extends, and thus seeing what conse- 
quences ought, under the circumstances of a power so 
exercised, to follow the report. 

We cannot, however, except on the theory of a sensi- 
tiveness natural on the part of members of the House of 
Commons to others in the same case, understand why 
such a point is made of the alteration of section 43 of 
the Act of 1868, which relates to the penalties on candi- 
dates. We quite agree with the recommendation of the 
committee; but we submit that the same reasons which 
call for so weighty a tribunal as two judges in the interest 
of a candidate, are equally potent in respect to other 
persons accused of similar offences, and it may be pointed 
out that the committee themselves do not suggest that 
candidates should not be put on their trial before the 
election judges in the same way as the persons who have 
acted as their agents, if there is sufficient evidence to 
warrant proceedings against them. 


= 








NOTICES OF CHARGE UPON A FUND. 


Tur doctrine of notice, so far as it affects the question 
of the priority of incumbrances, has been productive of 
carious results in certain cases, and may possibly give 
rise to still further questions. It has long been settled 
that 2 notice intended to affect a fund is inoperative 
if given before the person served has been constituted 
trustee of the fund (Buller v. Plunket, 9W. RB. 190,13. & 
H. 441; Webster v. Webster, 31 Beav. 393; Somerset v. 
Cor, 12 W. BR. 590, 43 Beav. 634). If, therefore, 
notices are only given before the creation of the relation 
oA trustee and cstui que trust, the trustee in distribu- 
ting the fund is bound to consider only the priorities, in 
regard to time of creation, of the charges. But it is 
equally well established that when once the trust is fully 
constitated, notices of incumbrances on the fund which 
ie the subject of the trust, take effect in the order of 
their service, irrespective of the dates of the instruments 
by which the charges ere created; no that 4 charge not 
& wk 4 may, if wufficient diligence is exercised in 





serving notice of it, and provided it exceeds in amount 
the fund charged, sweep away the whole fund from a 
charge of many years’ standing and of far larger amount. 
With the justice or reasonableness of these rules we are 
not now concerned; they are too firmly established by 
authority to be shaken otherwise than by legislative 
enactment. Nice questions have, however, often arisen 
as to their application. The great majority of cases 
upon the doctrine in question have of late years been 
those of charges given by officers in the army upon the 
moneys to which they would become entitled on selling 
out; and, although no new cases of this kind can arise 
since the abolition of purchase in the army, still the 
principles which governed those cases remain in force, 
and it is quite possible tnat other cases may present 
themselves demanding their application. The questions 
which have most frequently called for decision are—(1) 
When is the notice to be deemed to have been served ? 
(2) When is the trust to be deemed constituted ? 


The first of these questions, generally merely one of 
fact, has given rige to difficulty in cases where different. 
notices were served at very short intervals of time. In 
the class of cases above referred to, when the period of 
the trust coming into effect, viz., the retirement of the 
officer, was publicly notified by the London Cazette, it 
usually happened that all the incumbrancers served their 
notices at the earliest possible moment, viz., on the open- 
ing of the office doors of the agents of the regiment to 
which the retiring officer belonged, on the morning of 
the day following the publication of the Gazette in ques- 
tion. There being thus a scramble for precedence om 
the part of the notice-servers, it has been held, to 
prevent such matters being decided by mere accident or 
superior physical vigour, that notices served at what is 
practically the same time shall be regarded as absolutely 
simultaneous (Yates v. Cox, 17 W. R. 20; Calisher v. 
Forbes, L. R. 7 Ch. 109), and therefore that the charges 
referred to in such notices take effect inter se according 
to priority of date, but have priority over charges of which 
notices are served after an appreciable interval, though 
what such appreciable interval may be appears not to 
have been decided. Notices sent from a foreign country 
have been treated as served at the time of delivery (Yates: 
v. Cox, 17 W. BR. 20), and accordingly have been held valid 
even when written and sent before the fund was in exist- 
ence. Notice given by a letter which reached the office 
of a firm of agents the day before that on which the fund 
came into their hands, but which would not in the 
ordinary course of business have been delivered till next 
day, has been held to have been given on such next day 
(Calisher v. Forbes). In the class of cases under con- 
sideration it has generally happened that the mortgagor 
was, at the time of his retirement, in debt to his regi- 
mental agents in respect of an overdrawn account; and 
in all such cases these agents were accustomed to retain 
the amount of such debt out of the fund, and s0 
repay themselves, on the avowed ground that, hold- 
ing the fund, they must be regarded as having 
given themselves first notice of their own debt, without. 
any opposition on the part of the incumbrancers. 
This acquiescence by the incumbrancers may have 
been due to the fact that they were unwilling to incur 
the hostility of the agents, with whom they were fre- 
quently brought in contact in these transactions and who 
might have thrown great difficulties in their way, and 
can scarcely of itself be construed into a recognition of a 
right ; but it may, perhaps, be open to question whether, if 
notices served at a particular time are to be regarded as 
simultancous, the trustee through whose hands the fund 
passes ought in all cases to be considered as having 
priority of notice, so as to enable him to retain his own 
debt in erence to any other incumbrancer, A cace 
might be imagined in which incumbrancers served 
notice immediately on the trust being constituted, There 
seems to be very little authority on the subject, but 
Kindersley, V.C., in Lider v. Maclean (3 Jur. N, 8. 283), 
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advanced money and has taken an equitable assignment, 
as he cannot give notice to himself, he claims before any 
person who takes an assignment after him.” 

The other question referred to above, the time of the 
trust springing into existence, can seldom in practice oc- 
casion much doubt. In the military cases, however, this 
point has, trom special circumstances chiefly connected 
with the practice of the War Office, sometimes given rise 
to question. It was decided, on appeal, in Addison vy. 
Cox (21 W. R. 180, L. R. 8 Ch. 76), that a merely formal 
act, such as the giving of a receipt, which may be required 
before payment is made, is not material to the constitu- 
tion of the trust. It does not matter, in fact, whether at 
the time the notice is given, the right to receive the 
money, and the consequent obligation to pay it over, are 
absolute or conditional, so long as the person who receives 
the notice is himself bound by some contract or obligation, 
existing at the time the notice reaches him, to receive und 
pay over, or to pay over if he has already received, the 
fund out of which the debt is to be satisfied. 
It appears, however, from another case of Addison 
the v. Cow (of which a brief and imperfect note is given 
in Weekly Notes for 1874, p. 79), to be necessary to the 
existence of the trust that the fund should have been 
distinctly appropriated, and that notice given toa person 
who is certain to become trustee will not affect the fund, 
even though he already, at the time of receiving the 
notice, holds it in another capacity. This appears to be 
rather an extension of the principle of Buller v. Plunket, 
where the ground of the decision was, that to hold 
effectual a notice given to a person who may possib?y be- 
come trustee would be pushing the doctrine of notice too 
far. 








Recent Bectsians. 


PROBATE. 
Witi—Revocarion. 
In the Goods of Horsford, Pr., 23 W. R. 211. 


By the Wills Act, s. 21, no unattested obliteration, 
interlineation, or other alteration in a will is to be of 
any effect, “ except so far as the words or effect of the 
will before such alteration shall not be apparent.’ Sir 
James Hannen follows and affirms the rule that “ ap- 
parent’’ means apparent to the eye (aided by glasses) on 
inspection of the instrument, without resorting to chem- 
ical re-agents or the like means for the purpose of re- 
vealing what was originally written, and he applied it to 
the case of strips of paper pasted over portions of the 
original will and codicil, which he therefore refused to 
have removed. With respect, however, to one instance, 
in which the name of the legutee was left standing, and 
only the amount of the legacy covered with a strip con- 
taining a different sum, he adopted a different course, 
and, applying the doctrine known by the clumsy title of 
“ dependent relative revocation,” he drew the inference 
that the revocation by the testator of the original legacy 
was intended to be conditional on his having made a 
valid provision in substitution for it, and directed the 
strip to be removed, This seems a very arbitrary way 
of dealing with the matter; in the latter case the word 
“ten” may have been substituted for the word “ thou- 
sand,” and, contrary to the tostator’s intention, the 
legatee gets £1,000 ; in the former case an almost iden- 
tical provision may have beon substituted for the original 
one, yet, because the substitution is invalid, and the 
original provision is not allowed to be discovered, the 
legatee gets nothing, though tho testator intended at 
last practically tho samo that he intended at first. The 
result may be to destroy the offect of the testator's in. 
tention much more completely than would have been 
done by treating the original disposition in both casos as 
blotted out. It may be suggested that informal wills 
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ing that this is so, it seems unnecessary to increase the 
confusion by an accident within an accident; it would 
be more convenient to have a strict rule, and either 
allow the removal of the strips everywhere or nowhere. 
If the reasoning adopted is sound, then also chemical re- 
agents and the like means ought to be used in a similar 
case of assumed “ dependent relative revocation,” though 
the use of such means is absolutely excluded. The ap- 
plication of this doctrine assumes that the original dis- 
position is capable of being ascertained; but the rule 
lays down that it cannot be ascertained, because within 
the meaning of the statute, as construed by the rule, the 
original words are no longer “apparent.” Either the 
rule is sound, and then by the statute the obliteration is 
complete, and the original words cannot be resorted to, 
or the rule is unsound, and then the strips should be 
everywhere alike removed. The course actuaily taken 

seems inconsistent and arbitrary. 








Rebtews. 


MARINE iNSURANCE. 

Tue Princrp.es or THe Law RELATING TO Marrve Iy- 
SURANCE AND GENERAL AVERAGE IN ENGLAND AND 
America. By F. Ocravivs Crvmr, Barrister-at-Law, 
Butterworths. 


Mr. Crump has proceeded in this work upon the some- 
what novel principle of arranging his matter alphabeti- 
cally under the various leading heads of his subject. 
Such a method excludes the possibility of exhibiting a 
reasoned treatise such as has been usnally presented by 
text-writers; but his design is, on the other haud, to 
compile a digested summary of rules, tersely expressed 
and easy of reference. And though such a work can 
never supersede treatises like those of Arnould, Phillips, 
or Duer, he has produced what will be a very useful 
and convenient manual of reference, and will guide the 
practitioner to the sources where he will fiud the prin- 
ciples more fully developed. The work, which must 
have involved great labour, appears to us to have been 
executed with fulness, accuracy, and fidelity, and its 
value is much increased by references, not only to 
English and American decisions and text-writers, but to 
the French and German law on the same subject. To 
describe its method more exactly, it is as follows :—The 
general matter is, as above noticed, distributed in 
alphabetical order under the familiar headings of insur- 
ance law. ‘The rules established by authority are 
numbered in consecutive paragraphs throughout. At 
the foot of each proposition (as was, we believe, first 
done by Mr. Vaughan Hawkins in his excellent work on 
the construction of wills) the authorities are given 
which support the proposition in the text, aud notes and 
illustrations are added, showing particular instances of 
the application of the general principle, doubts and con- 
flicts of opinion where such exist, and the similarities and 
variations presented by those foreign systems by which the 
author illustrates our own law. The propositions have the 
merit of brevity and clearness, though they are wanting 
in that elegance and force which are the highest crown of 
a finished rale, and which make its expression lumineys 
and suggestive; and there is a want of that sudcnidina- 
tion and hierarchy of principles and rules which preseat 
an entire and comprehensive view of the subject treated 
of. ‘To some extent this is due to the method adopted; 
but it must be added that, to that extent, the method is 
faulty. It was, we think, an error to adopt an alpha- 
betical arrangement. It lightens the labour of systema- 
tixation, but it deprives the work of the character which 
systematization would give it, Nor does it always make 
reference easy. Tn not a few iustances one head has te 
be sought in several places, Thus, there is a general 
head of Losa; but Loss oceurs again under the several 
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cruss-reterences be avoided; but they are made most 
simple when the logical system is most perfect; and 
such a system is not favoured by an alphabetical order ; 
the function of :n index and a system can never be 
a itisfuctorily combin d. 

R-peated experience can only show how far a work of 
this kind is really complete, a point which its somewhat 
disjointed form renders more difficult to ascertain. But 
it must be added that, considering the narrow compass 
within which it is comprised, we have been surprised to 
find how complete and comprehensive it appears to be; 
and if further experience should justify the expectations 
wh ch our perusal of it induces us to form, Mr. Crump 
will not be disappointed in his hope that he has made “a 
step in advance towards simplification—not to use the 
term codificution—of the law.” 





A PONDEROUS JEU DESPRIT. 


Tue Great Lanp QuvuesTION, BEING A Versatin TRAN- 
SCRIPT OF THE CuRRESPONDENCE IN Doe v. Ttve. By 
CuristopHek Cavanacu, B.A., LL.B. Stevens & 
Haynes. 


We hardly know what to make of this singular pro- 
duction; but we may, at all events, pronounce the 
elaborately facetious cover a delusion and a snare. If 
any one is led by the illustrations to fancy that the work 
is one of a light or amusing description he will find him- 
s°!f mistaken, The idea of the writer appears to be to 
administer real property law to his readers as judicious 
mothers administer powders to their offspring, viz., 
wrapped up in preserve. There are a few sentences at 
the commence: meut and end of most of the letters which 
aim at being funny and often succeed in being abusive. 
Tuke, for instance, this extract from the introduction to 
a letter from Roe (the Conservative) to Doe (the Radical) 
—* Come, I shall be plain spoken: look ye, if an atmo- 
sphere of « million degrees below zero could be brought 
to freeze into a mass the gaseous explosion of rarefied 
trash contained in your last letter, there would not be a 
iisimum vi-ible of congealed reason as the result. If 
the m: s* powerful Bramah press ever yet constructed, or 
that ever shall be constructed, were capable of being 
wtilizd in agglomerating that diffused inanity, 
there wonld not be squeezed together as much as 
a molecniar atom of condensed argument or sound 
common sense!” Or this commencement of Doe's 
reply — “Double postage and twopence to pay! 
Would that it had been twenty times twopence, if at 
that small premium the lucubrations of your last could 
have been drawn to greater length! Only think of 
honest Dick Koe turning lecturer on science! Why, I 
su pose you will soon be quite a don amongst the savans 
— vith a warehouse of rectorial chairs blocking your 
movements. You won't mi:d—will you ’—arkiug sume 
of the medica! guns if they have an antidote for spasmodic 
laughter; and please enclose prescription when next 
sending so powerful a dose of the ludicrous.” This is 
rather poor fan, and there is too much like it in the 
book. Nor can we think that such remarks as this — 
* }ou have evidently never been in a crowded building 
when a cry of fire was raised, and, the dvors opening the 
wrong way, there was no means of exit, until, just as the 
bengry flames were about to seize on the unhappy 
victims, a vent was opportunely burst through the 
Moody-and-Sankey-like confinement that hemmed in the 
pleasure-seckers to destruction. Even such was the vent 
afforded by the exhilarating doctrine of scintilla juris” 
—add interest to Butler's note to Co. Lit. extracted 
immediately afterwards. And does the author imagine 
that commencing a letter with the words “ Did you ever 
give a tinker a leaky kettle or porous saucepan to mend ¢”’ 
will induce any one to read more than twenty pages of 
extracts, chiefly from Co, Lit., which follow? ‘Towards 
the clove of this chapter, under the head of “ Con- 
veyance by means of registration,” we come upon what, 
when we took up the book, we imagined might be its 





subject—land transfer. The way in which the topic is 
treated is this. About eleven pages are devoted to the 
history of the matter, consisting largely of extracts from 
the reports of the Commissioners on Registration of Title, 
1857 and 1870, and then we reach the Land Transfer Bill 
of the present session, of which a most singular account is 
given. Here, for instance, is the instructive summary of 
sections 86—104:—“ Infants, Lunatics—Notices—Spe- 
cific Performance—Rectification of Register—Fraud— 
Inspection of Register.” At page 163 we find some 
criticisms on the Bill by the Conservative Roe. He 
suggests, first of all, that this, like the Act of 1862, will 
be practically for the registration of indefeasible titles 
only, because no one with a qualified or defeasible 
title will desire to run the risk of having that fact dis- 
covered by appearing on the register in that character. 
Here we think he loses sight of the fact that registra- 
tion with an absolute title being an expensive and 
troublesome process, and registration with a possessory 
title being a rapid and cheap process, it will not be 
reasonable, or even natural, to conclude that because a 
man is registered as possessory owner only, therefore he 
has not a good title. The question of expense he deals 
with in this cavalier manner :—“ For the matter of ex- 
pense, it is six to one and half a dozen to the other. 
You appear before the registrar—he refers to the supe- 
rior courts—you appeal to the Court of Chancery—and 
eventually to that ghost-like entity, the Supreme 
Appellate Court. Pray where is the saving over 
an application under the Act of 1862?” It 
might have been as well if the random Roe had 
observed that the power of the registrar to state 
a case for the opinion of a superior court only arises 
when the registrar entertains a doubt, and upon’ the 
application of a person interested in the land, and that 
the appeal from the decision of the court can only be by 
its leave. It is not worth while to go in detail over the 
objections urged, but what are we to say to such a state- 
ment as this :— Land, when once on the register, is 
clear and free from every claim, save only such claims 
as are guarded by cautions.” Can Roe have ever read 
clauses 7 and 18 as to the liabilities, rights, and interests to 
which even the estate of the proprietor of frechold land 
with an absolute title is subject? Doe, in reply, can 
offer no better defence than a refereace to the well-worn 
subjects of the registry of ships and the experience of 
land transfer in Australia, and then he betakes himself 
to the Roman law. Roe has little difficulty in disposing 
of his observations in his next letter, and the remainder 
of the correspondence is devoted to a discussion, 
largely borrowed from Mr. Mill's book on Political 
Economy, of the arguments for and against primogeni- 
ture, peasant proprietors, and other subjects appertaining 
tu political economy. 
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DECREE FOR ACCOUNT AGAINST PERSON 
NOT PARTY TO VHE SUIT. 
Ir is somewhat sngular that now, twenty-three years 
afver the passing of the Act for the Improvement of the 
Jurisdiction of Equity (16 & 16 Vict. c. 86), any doubt 
shoald have existed as to the meaning of the rules as to 
perties contained in section 42, Yet on Monday last a 
qnestion as to the construction of one of these rules was 
argued at some length before the Court of Appeal, who, in 
the result, differed from Vice-Cliancellor Hall as to its proper 
constrnction, The 42nd section provides that “It shall 
not be competent to avy detendant in any suit in the Court 
of Chancery to take any objection for want of parties to 
such suit in any case to which the rules next hereinafver 
set forth extend, and such rales shall be deemed and taken 
as part of the law and practice of the said court.” Rule 6 
is ae follows :— Any executor, administrator, or trustee 
may obtein » decree against any one legates, next-of-kin, 
or cestui que trust, for the administration of the estate, or 
the execution of the trusts.” Rule 7 provides—“ In all 
the above cases the court, if it shall see fit, may require 
any other person or persous to be made a party or parties 
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to the suit.” And rule 8 provides—‘‘ In all the above 
cases the persons who, according to the present practice 
of the court, would be necessary parties to the suit shall 
be served with notice of the decree, and after such notice 
they shall be bound by the proceedings in the sane manner 
as if they had been originaliy made parties to the suit.” 
In the case of Latch v. Latch, to which we refer, a testator 
had appointed three execators, whom, with twy other per- 
sons, he named as his residuary devisees and legatees. A 
bill for the administration of the estate was filed by the 
first executor, as sole plaintiff, against the second 
executor, as sole defendant, and the Vice-Chancellor made 
the common administration decree, directing all the three 
executors to account. Notice of the decree was served on 
the third execator, and also on the two other residnary 
legatees. The third executor refused to come in and ac- 
count, and one of the residuary legatees, why had bern 
served, appealed from the decree. In support of the decree 
it was urged that the case came literally within the words 
of rule 6; that “any executor” must mean “ any one of 
the executors,” and that, therefore, this was a suit by 
“ any executor,” ‘‘ against any one legatee,” “ for the ad- 
ministration of the estate,” the defendant executor 
being a jlegetee. And, that keing so, by virtue 
of rnle 8 the third executor was, after he had been served 
with notice of the decree, bound by the proceedings in the 
same manner as if he had been originally made a party to 
the suit. On the other hand, it was contended that the 
real object of section 42 was only to dispense 
with the necessity of making parties to a suit persons 
whose interests are substantially represented by some one 
who is a party, but not to authorize the making of a decree 
for an account against an accounting party in his absence. 
Thus rule 1 enables any residuary legatee, without serving 
the other residnary leyatees, to have a decree for the 
admivistration of the personal estate of the testator ; rules 
2and 3 contain similar provisions as to the administration 
of real estate in favour of a legatee interested in a legacy 
charged on realty, a person interested in real estate 
directed to be sold, and a residuary devisee or heir; and 
rule 4 enables any one of several cestuis que trustent under 
any deed or instrument to obtain a decree for the execu- 
tion of the trusts without serving any other of the cestuis 
que trustent, And it was further pointed out that it might 
so happen that the third executor had obtained a full 
release from all the persons interested in the estate, and 
yet under the decree as it stood he would be liable to 
account, if, indeed, there was any way of compelling him 
to come in under a deoree made behind his back. There 
was the possibility, too, that executors who had misapplied 
their testator’s estate might be able to set up a decree 
obtained in this way by consent as an answer to a suit 
calling on them to account for their misfeasance, In the 
result the Court of Appeal came to the conclasion that a 
decree for an account could not be made against a person 
who was not a party to the suit, and they discharged the 
Vice-Chancellor’s decree, and directed the bill to be 
amended by making the third executor a party. This 
decision is, we believe, in accordance with what has been 
generally understood to be the meaning of the 42ud sec- 
tion, and there is not, so faras we are aware, any reported 
case in which such a decree has been made kefore. 











On Wednesday a deputation of Middlesex magistrates, 
appointed by the quarter sessions held on the 27th of May 
last, waited upon the Chancellor of the Exchequer, in 
Downing-street, upon the subjrct of the Local Authorities 
Loans Bill, and also as to the costs of prosecutions, With 
reference to the cost of prosecutions, it was urged that no 
difference should be made between the costs of prosecutions 
at assizes and the costs of prosecutions at sessions, but that 
ifthe distinction was to ba kept up on the ground stated by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer that the clerk of the peace 
was an officer with whom the justices have great influence, 
and who would therefore comply with any gi prone they 
— make, there should be an appeal trom the examiner's 

lec 


sion to one of the taxing masters of the Court of Queen's 
Bench, ‘I'o these remarks the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
replied that the whole subject was under the considera- 
tion of the Government, and therefore he wou!d rather say 
nothing further upon it at present. 





Poates. 


Our READERS will find in this week's issue of the 
Weekly Reporter a case of some importance with reference 
to the new procedare under the 9th section of the Ventor 
and Parchaser Act, 1874. It will be remembered that by 
that section questions arising between the parties to a con- 
tract for sale of real or leasehold property may be brouzht 
for decision before a judge in chambersinasammary way, 
and it is provided that the costs of the application shall be 
in the discretion of the judge. In the case referred w 
(In re Coward and Adams’ Purchase) the Master of the 
Rolls, after deciding the matter in dispute, expressed an 
opinion that if the unsuccessful party were made to pay 
the costs it would go far to interfere with the beneficial 
cperation of the Act; and be accordingly ordered each 
party to pay his own costs, We thoroughly agree in this 
view, and hope it will be followed in all cases where 
there is a substantial and Jord fide qustion be: ween the 
parties. The authorities on this section are, of coarse, as 
yet very sparse; but we are not aware of any directly 
opposed to the sensible dictum to which we have called 
attention. It is true that in the case of Re Phillips and 
Penfold, reported by us some time since (supra, p. 301), 
Vice-Chancellor Malins ordered the costs of the sammons 
te be borre by the unsuccessful party. Bat there, assam- 
ing his honour to have been correct ou the geueral point, 
the purchaser had a clear right, before the application 
was made, to have his deposit returned with all the costs 
he bad been put to, and it would have been difficalf, if not 
impossible, for the court to make a distinction, as against 
the purchaser, between his costs of the summons, and bis 
other costs. 





Tue Extrapitien Act, 1870, provides (section 3) that a 
fugitive criminal shall not be surrendered toa foreign State 
unless provision is made by the law of that State, or by 
arrangement, that he shall not, until he has been restored, 
be detained or tried in that foreign State for any offence 
committed prior to his sarrender, other than the extradi. 
tion crime. In the United States, where it seems no sach 
provision is made,.the question is exciting some interest 
whether a person surrendered under an extradition treaty 
on one charge can be arrested or prosecuted on another, 
The Albany Law Journal says that it is likely to arise in 
the case of Lawrenee, the silk smuggler, whore extradition 
was procured upon a charge of forgery. District Attorney 
Bliss is reported to be of opinion that Lawrence may be 
tried for a crime other than that specified in the warrant 
of extradition. An aathority in this matter, says our con- 
temporary, is driauce v. Lagrave, decided in the New Yurk 
Court of Appeals not long since. There a person was brought 
to the United States from France by warrant of extra- 
dition, and it was held that he was liable to be arrested at 
the suit of a creditor who had taken ro part in the extradi- 
tion proceedings, Church, C.J., delivered the opinion, and 
quoted approvingly the language of Benedict, J., in 
Caldwelt’s case (8 Blatch. 131): “ And I cannot say that 
the fact that the defendant was brought within the juris- 
diction by virtue of a warrant of extradition for the crime 
of forgery affords him any legal exemption from proseca- 
tion for other crimes by him committed.” It seems that 
in France the question kas been discussed and adjudicated. 
In one case it was decided as a matter of principle that an 
accused person shoald only be tried for the offence for 
which he was surrendered, except by his express consent. 
The Mivister of Jastioe intervened and said “that a 
criminal could acquire ue right agaivet the juatuce of his 
country.” 











Lon! Justice Mellish sat on Tuesday for the first time 
since his recent illness. 

The Lord Chancellor has directed additional county 
courts to be held at the following places :—T'ae couaty court 
of Ormskirk (Circuit No, 6) will be held also at Southport ; 
the county court of Little Walsingham (Cireait No. 32) 
will be held also at Fakenhem; and the county court of 
Christ Charch (Cireuit No, 51) wil be held also at Boaene- 
mouth, 
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CORRUPT PRACTICES AT ELECTIONS. 


Tue select committee appointed to inquire into the 
operation of the Corrupt Practices Prevention Act, 1854, 
the Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868, and the Corrapt 
Practices Commissioners’ Expenses Act, 1869, and the 
several Acts by which these have been respectively con- 
tinued and amended, have agreed to the following import- 
ant report :— 

“1. That every election petition which alleges corrupt 
practices against a sitting member or his agents shall be 
tried by a tribunal consisting of two judges of the superior 
courts, and that no member shall be unseated nor shall 
any person be declared guilty of a corrupt practice except 
upon the joint decision ot the judges, 

‘*2. That immediately after the decision of the judges 
has been pronounced upon an election petition, or as soon 
thereafter as may be, all persons with respect to whom 
there has been evidence in the course of the trial that they 
have bribed, treated, or unduly influenced, shall, in case 
there be sufficient evidence available to warrant their 
being put on their trial, be brought by summons before 
the election judges to be summarily tried for such offences, 
and such persons if convicted shall be sentenced to im- 
prisonment for a term not exceeding three calendar mouths, 
with or without hard labour. 

“3. That in order to insure the due summoning and 
prosecution of such persons as aforesaid, it is desirable 
that an officer to be appointed by the Attorney-General 
should attend tke trial of every election petition charging 
corrupt practices, and that it should be his duty to sum- 
mon such persons as aforesaid, and take the necessary 
steps for the due prosecution of all sucii persons. Provi- 
sion should be made for the payment of the costs of such 
prosecution in the same manner as the costs of an inquiry 
were defrayed under the 5 & 6 Vict. c. 102. 

“4, Tbat by consent of the parties to an election peti- 
tion, an election judge may order that the trial of such 
petition shall be held in the metropolitan town of that 
part of the United Kingdom to which such petition relates, 
or in any other convenient place.. 

**5. That when the disqualification or incapacity arises 
from the person having been guilty of corrupt practic2s 
within the meaning of the 31 & 32 Vict. c. 125, no 
vote should be deemed to be thrown away unless the per- 
son for whom the vote is given bas been declared guilty 
of such corrupt practice by some tribunal having jarisdic- 
tion to entertain and determine the queation. 

“6. That no votes should be deemed to be thrown away 
unless the alleged cause of disqualification be so notorious, 
at the time of nomination, as to lead to the presumption 
that the voters gave their votes wilfully and perversely for 
a candidate incapable of being elected. 

“7. That the following addition be made to clause 11, 
sub-section 14, of the Act of 1868:—- Whether he is of 
opinion that the inqairy into the circumstances of the 
election has been rendered incomplete by the action of 
either of the parties to that petition, and that a further 
inquiry is necessary.’ ; 

“8. That upon such report the Honse of Commons may 
order an inquiry to be held forthwith before ove of the 
jadges forming the tribunal, to be condacted by an officer 
appointed by the Attorrey-General; the costa to be de- 
frayed according to the provisions of the Act 5 & 6 Vici. 
c. 102, now repealed. 

“9. That every person reported by the judges to have 
been guilty of any corrupt practices within the meaning of 
the  orrupt Practices Act, 1854, shall be disqnalified from 
voting for the county or borough in which the same are 
proved to have occurred, and such di-quslification sha!l be 
continued for the full term of seven years from the time that 
the report was made against him. 

“10. That whatever may be the ultimate decision of 
Parliament as to the composition of the tribunal which is 
to try election petitions, it is, in the judgment of this 
committee, most advisable that the law should be altered 
im reference to the penalties imposed by the 43rd sec- 
tion of the Act of 1868, by providing that they shall not 
be incurred except on conviction of the offender after 
trial in due course of law, or by the decision of at least 
two judges, 

“11, The attention of the committee has been drawn to 





the provision of the Representation of the People Act, 1867, 
so far as it forbids the payment by or on behalf of the can- 
didate of any money on account of the hiring of vehicles 
for the conveyance of any voter to the poll in borough elec- 
tions. 

‘“‘The law appears to be to some extent broken. While 
it may be desiravle that the list of boroughs to which the 
provision in question does not apply should be extended, 
the committee are of opinion that in most boroughs the 
polling places can be sv conveni:ntly selected as to render 
the employment of vehicles unnevessary, and that some suffi- 
cient penalty should be attached to the viola‘ion of the law 
in this respect.” 





MR. E. K. KARSLAKE, Q.C., 
EDUCATION. 

Mr. E. K. Karstaxe, Q.C., has addressed the following letter 
to thezZimes:—* The benchers of Lincoln’s-inn yesterday 
held a meeting, which was largely attended, to consider the 
Bills, relating respectively to the Inns of Court and toa 
general school of law, which Lord Selborne has introduced 
into the House of Lords. It is clear that the rubject of 
legal edu-ation must henceforth command much a teution, 
aud very important reforms may, n my opinioa, be intro- 
duced. 

I send a copy of my own notions as to what may be done. 
I propose at once to lay them before the Council of Legal 
Education, and of course I am aware that they are capable 
of much improvement. ‘They were sketched out by me 
some time since, but I am yleased to see that they coincide 
in one respect, at least, with the views expressed by the 
Lord Chancellor in a recent debate in the louse of Lords— 
viz., that the Inns of Court should provide examiners rather 
than teachers—and also with the view lately expressed by 
the Jimnes in a leading article—viz., that Lord Selborne’s 
proposed measures are not likely for some time, at least, to 
become Jaw. 

My scheme is as follows :— 

‘©, The examination with a view to a call to the bar 
shall be conducted by beucheis, The examiners shall, so 
far as possible, be selected from, or comprise, men who have 
filled the highe+t positions connected with the law, but who, 
through accidental circumstances, have sufficient leisure to 
enable them to give their services—e.g., Lord Chelmsford, 
Lord Hatherley, Sir W. Erle, Lord Selborne, and Lord 
Penzance. 

“‘This examination will be confined to the various 
branches of the law, tur, as most of the gentlemen examined 
wil! have probably taken a degree at one of the Universities 
of Oxtord, Cambridge, or Dublin, they will either already 
have taken honours in classics, mathematics, or the other 
subjects which have been introduced into the University 
curriculum or have declin:d to be candidates for such 
honours, 

“2, Subject to the approbation of the Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society, the following scheme shall be 
adopt-d by the benchers :—CGentlemen who have been ad- 
mitted to practise as attorneys may, if they choos», be 
examined in the various branches ot the law, and also in 
classics, mathematics, modern languages, and such other 
subjects as may from time to time be agreed on by the 
benche:s, acting in concert with the Council of the Incor- 
porated Law Society. 

“Tt seems clear that for some years to come, at least, the 
benchers will be able to supply out of their own body 
examiners who have taken the highest honours in classics 
and mathematics respectively at one of the before-men- 
tioned Universities. The examiners in classics and mathee 
matics will be selected from such gentlemen. ‘The exa- 
miners in modern languages (and so in other subjects which 
do not form part of the ordinary curriculum of University 
study) will associate with themselves some professor or 
professors, or other gentleman or gentlemen, being natives 
of the country, in whose language the examination takes 
place, and of recognized proficiency in the subjects of exan.i- 
nation, These precautions will make the certificates 
valuable as tests of merit. 

«3, The benchers will further examine any gentlemen 
who present themselves in the various branches of the law, 
although they do not intend to be called to the bar or to 
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be admitted to practise asattorneys. Itis, however, believed 
that such gentiemen will, for some time to come, be bat 
few, as the tendency of Englishmen in general is at present 
in favour of practice rather than of theory, and most youn 
men who can afford to be idle devote themselves to fiel 
rts and athletic exercises rather than to intellectual pur- 

suits of any kind. 

. “4, In addition to certificates of merit, gold and silver 
medals might be conferred on gentlemen (whether admitted 
.as attorneys or examined under No. 3) who had distin- 
guished themse.ves in the examinatior. These medals 
would be provided out of the funds of the Inns of Court or 
by the benchers, or partly in one way and partly in the 
other, as the benchers might determine. 

**5, All necessary alterations in order to carry out these 
views will be made in the existing scheme of legal 
-education. 

“6, It is obvious that the proposed scheme would to a 
certain extent be a contre-projct to that advocated by Lord 
Selborne, while it would carry out such parts of his lord- 
ship’s views as are believed to be unobjectionable to the 
benchers. 

“7. As the services of the examining benchers would, of 
course, be gratuitous, the plan proposed will entail no expense 
beyond that occasioned by payments to skilled assistants, 
by providing medals—which is, of course, optional, and in 
no way strictly necessary—and a few other items of a very 
trifling character.” 

It is obvious that the Benchers of the Inns of Court have 
in their own hands an important part of the scheme 
suggested by me—viz., the examination of gentlemen desir- 
ing to be called to the bar. The examination of attorneys 
either in law or in other subjects, and, still more, that of the 
general public in law, must depend on the views and wishes of 
persons over whom the Inns of Court have no control, but 
on whom the Press may exert a salutary influence. I do 
not consider it within the province of the Inns of Court to 
find examiners of the public at large in subjects other than 
Jaw, as there is existing machinery amply suflicient, or 
capable of being made so, for such examination in general 
subjects. 








THE JUDICATURE ACT AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


Tue following letter has been addressed by the Liverpool 
Chamber of Commerce to the borough and county members 
of Lancashire, and to the members of Parliament interested 
in the county :— 


Sir,—I am most respectfully to bring under ‘your notice 
certain provisions in this measure which, if allowed to 
become law, will seriously affect suitors in the Court of 
Common Pleas at Lancaster. 

The Judicature Act, 1873, transferred the jurisdiction of 
the Court of Common Pleas at Lancaster to the High Court 
ef Justice, but the Act is expressly designed to'secure the 
same local facilities for the transaction of business by the 
establishment of registries of the High Court, with the same 
powers as were enjoyed by the district registries of the 
Common Pleas of Lancaster. 

The 78th section of the Act was introduced for the express 

urpose of protecting the Courts of Common Pleas at 

neaster and Durham, and the section provides that 
(subject to rules of court) the district prothonotaries shall 
perform the same or the like duties, and exercise the same 
or the like powers, as at the commencement of the Act 
might legally be performed and exercised by them re- 
spectively. 

‘The rules contained in the schedule of the Act of 1873 in 
no way interfere with the district registries, while the 
rules contained in the first schedule of the Bill now before 
Parliament materially restrict the powers of district regis- 
tries in several very important particulars, and enable a de- 
fendant to remove to London any case that is contested. 

The inclosed “statement” will inform you more fully as 
to the reasons for the views taken by this ete in favour 
of the retention of the powers at present exercised by the 
Court of Common Pleas at Lancaster and its district rogis- 
tries; and accompanying the statement referred to will be 

found a series of pro amendments, the object of which 





is to carry out this view. Those amendments have beem 
taken in charge by Mr. Gorst, M.P. 
Should you be able to accord your support to the amend- 


*ments—and thechamber entertains an earnest hope that _ 


will—I am further to ask the favour of your informing 
Gorst accordingly. It is believed that a matter of so much 
importance to the mercantile community of Lancashire, and 
to the public generally, will, if cordially taken up and sup- 
ported in the House, receive from the Government the atten- 
tion it deserves.—I remain, sir, your obedient and faithfal 
WIL.tam Broop, Secretary. 


servant, 





—— 





ANTIQUATED CORPORATIONS. 


Ix moving in the House of Commons on Friday week for 
copies of documents relating to certain unreformed borough 
corporations, Sir Charles Dilke gave some amusing 
instances of the snug little bodies corporate which still 
exist in different of the country. Thus he quoted the 
case of Queenborough, in the Isle of Sheppy, a body which, 
though it had possessed property worth £16,000 a year, 
was bankrupt in 1845. When Queen Philippa visited 
Queenborough she was shocked with the appearance of the 
garments of his worship the mayor, who was a thatcher by 
trade, and she accordingly presented the town with 10s. a 
year to provide all future mayors of the town with breeches. 
That corporation still levied very heavy dues on all goods 
which came from all sides into the place, which was becom~- 
ing of importance as the coal depot of the London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railway Company, and as being likely also to 
form the depot of the foreign cattle trade. Another ex- 
ample he referred to was New Romney, in Kent, which 
ceased to be a town of importance in 1287, when all the 
churches and most of the houses were destroyed by the 
famous great storm which then swept that part of the English 
coast, but the place still kept up all the organization of a 
flourishing medieval city. On the 25th of March every 
year it elected its magistracy. After blowing of horns and 
other ceremonies, there was a procession of jurats and the 
commonalty to the church. The “commonalty” this year 
was represented by oue person. Six gentlemen having first 
locked the door against the rest of the people collected oute 
side, then proceeded to declare themselves a public meeting 
of the inhabitants. They then proceeded to hold the corpo. 
rate elections for the ensuing year, and constituted theme 
selves a public meeting of the inhabitants of New Romney. 
They afterwards adjourned to sit round an old tombstone, 
which had been bequeathed to them to serve'as a table, and 
the mayor then requested the commonalty, which consisted 
of one person, to proceed to the election. There were, before 
1832, thirty-one members of the corporation, but at the pre- 
sent day the number does not ex eight. Last year the 
mayor was not resident, at least when he was appointed. Sir 
C. Dilke further stated that in connection with the 
borough there was a charity with an income of £105, of 
which £24 10s. 10d. was applied to“ repaire and - 
and £69 odd handed over to the governor. According to the 
terms of the foundation, the governor was to bea Universi 
graduate and to teach several boys English, but the present 
holder of the office did aot appear to have graduated atany 
University, and, as for the boys, he paid 2d. a week for 
them at the national schools. New Woodsteck, the next 
borough to which he called attention, had five aldermen, 
who took turns of being mayor, ard sixteen common council- 
men, These common councilmen, who eleoted the alder- 
men, were self-elected, and held office for life. The property 
held by the corporation was probably £300 or £400 a year. 
The only public payment they made was £45 for street 
lighting. According to the statement of the town 

there were some years ago eighty freemen in the borough 
but they had now decreased to twenty-one, only three 
whom had taken up their freedom since 1832. 





It is stated that the Russian Minister of Justice has fer. 
bidden women to practise as counsel, 

We rogret to announce the death, on Thursday, 
Thomas Webster, Q.C. We understand that on 
afternoon he was in the libra 
plained of feeling unwell; that he dvove thence to his house, 
and died shortly after reaching home, ' 
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General CorresponvVenee. 


ADVERTISING FOR AGENCY BusINEss. 
[ Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 

Sir,—For some time past an advertisement has appeared 
in the leading London daily journals headed “ Law,” and 
asking country solicitors to intrust their agency to the 
advertiser. As this appeared to me to be something like 
unprofessional touting, I took steps to ascertain the par- 
ticulars, and the inclosed correspendence is the result. 

I consider the use of the testimonials referred to, and 
the advertisement itself, of a very objectionable character, 
and therefore send them to you. G. K. 


[The following is the letter referred to by our corre- 
spondent :— 

Dear Sir,—The terms upon which I am willing to 
undertake agency business are as follows :—For ordinary 
attendances and letters (where chargeable) in chancery, 
common law, or conveyancing, one third the “ proper” 
charges (instead of the usual agency charge of one half) ; 
for copies, one balf (instead of two thirds) ; for probates 
and administrations, one quarter of the “ solicitor’s fee on 
probate (or letters of administration) under seal,” if per- 
sonalty sworn under £1,000; if over £1,000, then one 
sixth of such fee. 

As the above terms are less than the usual agency 
charges by about twenty-five per cent. (or even more) [ 
should, of course, expect a remittance quarterly, within a 
month after sending in the bill for the quarter, and costs 
out of poeket (where ascertainable beforehand), to be re- 
= with instructions, and, in any event, to be paid in 

1. 

I would also submit the following terms for prepayment 
im certain instances :—Writ of summons, 10s. 6d. (in- 
cluding 5s. stamp); judgment on non-appearance, 15s. 
(including 9s, stamps and fees) ; appearance to writ of 
summons, 7s. 6d. (including 2s. fees and notice to plaintiff’s 
attorney); increasing stamp duty on probate, 5s., and 2} 
per cent. commission on extra duty; obtaining return of 
probate duty on the ground of mistake, 5s.,and 5 per 
cent. on amount recovered; stamping deeds, &. (if duty 
under 15s.), 1s. 6d. for the first, and 1s. for each subse- 
quent one; if over 15s., then 2s. 6d. for the firstand 1s. 6d. 
for each subsequent one (including in each case the return 
postage, if more than one deed sent up). 

I shall be happy to exchange references if the above 
terms will suit you. 

I was articled to a solicitor in the City, and I passed 
the final examination in Easter, 1871, but I was not ad- 
mitted until Hilary last year ; for the term of my articles 
having been but four years (as I had previously passed 
the Matriculation Examination of the University of 
London in the First Division), I was desirous of obtaining 

experience, and of seeing more varied practice in 
other solicitors’ offices before commencing to practise on 
my own account. 

I enclose copy of some testimonials I received from 
barristers in whose classes I studied. 

I received your letter only this morning or I should 
have replied sooner. 

The favour of an answer will oblige. 

London, W., May, 1875. 

[The testimonials referred to are from two of the lec- 
turers whose classes the writer attended in 1870-71. 
We abstain from giving this enterprising young gentle- 
man 8 gratuitous advertisement by publishing his name 
and address.—Ev. 8. J.} 











_On Tuesday Sir C. Adderley said that a Bill for the re- 
oes tiale marks was now prepared, and would be 
i uced into the House of Lords by the Lord Chancellor 
immediately. 

The Town Council of Leicester, having elected Mr. 
Andrew Storey to the town clerkship at a salary of £300 
per snnum, are about to appoint in addition a “ town soli- 
citor,” who will conduct the legsl business of the corpora- 












Sucteties. 


LEGAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION. 


The annual meeting of this association was held on Wed- 
nesday, by invitation fromthe Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society, at the Law Institution. Lord Selborne pre- 
sided, and there were present, Mr. Baron Pollock, Mr. 
Baron Amphlett, Mr. Daniel, Q.C., Mr. Webster, Q.C.,. 
Mr. W. J. Farrer, Prof. Sheldon Amos, and other gentle- 
men, 

The report of the Executive Committee, which had been 
previously circulated among the members, was read by 
Mr. Arthur Williams. It was as follows:—The Bill for 
establishing a general school of law, which Lord Selborne 
has introduced in the House of Lords this_ session,, 
is substantially the same as the measure originally introduced 
by him, and is based upon the principles for the promotion 
of which the association was originally formed. It proposes 
to create.a general schoolof law, which shall be open, with- 
out any restriction or qualification, to all her Majesty’s sub- 
jects, which shall fairly represent all existing institutions 
and all existing interests, and which shall be provided with 
a staff of well-paid and efficient teachers, as well as with a 
competent and independent examining board, whose certifi- 
cate shall be essential as a qualification for practising in 
either branch of the profession.“ The manner in which the 
Bill has been received is reassuring, although the Lord 
Chancellor limited his expression of approval to that part of 
it which provided for an examining body, his chief reason 
for so doing being the absence of satisfactory proof that the 
funds needed for such a school as is proposed would be forth- 
coming. The committee think there will be no difficulty in 
showing, when the proper time comes, that an income equal 
to all the educational needs of the school will be available, 
and they earnestly hope that the association will continue 
to urge upon the profession and tbe public the absolute 
necessity for providing, not merely an examining body, but 
a sufficient staff of highly-qualified teachers. Atter meeting 
all ascertained liabilities of the association there will remain 
in the hands of the treasurer a balance of £243 18s, 8d. 

Lord SELBoRNE, in moving the adoption of the report, 
said that since the report was drawn up the two Bills in 
which they were interested had received a second reading in 
the House of Lords, and although they must not be too 
sanguine as to the ultimate result, he considered it matter 
for congratulation that such a unanimous approval had been 
given to their general principles. The first principle which 
the Bill contained he considered of vital importance, viz., 
that the school cf law should be open, without any restric- 
tion, to all her Majesty’s subjects. The association might 
of course be mistaken both in its conception of the public. 
requirements, and also as to the possibility of supplying. 
them, but their conception was that the great school of law, 
in order to be useful to the profession and to the country, 
ought to aim at as large a work us it was possible for any 
school of law to perform ; that it should aim at that in the 
most liberal manner possible, and that it should endeavour 
to draw within the sphere of its benefits all those who 
aimed, from any point of view whatever, or for any purpose 
whatever, to become acquainted with the principles of law, 
and especially the principles of the laws of their own 
country. His conception of the wants of the time was that 
in the school no invidious distinction should be made bee 
tween those who intended to become barristers and those 
who intended to become attorneys ; that it should compres 
hend within its system all that was needful to enable men to 
follow both branches of the profession, without inter- 
fering at all with the principle of naiural  selec- 
tion among those who meant to follow one- branch 
or the other. It had been asserted by those who were 
unfriendly to the scheme that the association proposed 
to unite under the same instruction articled clerks and 
barristers, Such statements, if intended to be candid 
criticisms, were based upon a complete misapprehension as 
to the objects of the association, which aimed at supplyin 
such instruction as would be needful to those who intend 
to follow both branches of the profession ; but it proposed 
to leave the general choice of both subjects for study and 
examination to the students themselves. Upon the very 
face of the scheme it was distinctly indicated that there 
were some subjects which would be essential in order to- 
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qualify for practice as barristers, and other subjects 
essentially necessary to those who intended to qualify for 
practice as solicitors, and that those subjects need not— 
and probably would not—be the same in both cases; and 
that there would be authorities to determine what those 
subjects shouldbe. ‘There would, however, be no impedi- 
ment to any gentleman intending to practise as a barrister 
making himself acquainted with the subjects necessary to 
entitle him to prac‘ise asa solicitor, and, on the other hand, 
any gentleman intending to practise a3 a solicitor might, 
if he chose, also qualify himself as a barrister. The 
association did not in any way aim at breaking down the 
distinction which at present existed between the bar and 
the other branch of the profession, For his own part, he 
had always attached the greatest possible value to the present 
distinction between the bar and the solicitors, the bar as re- 
resenting, not a separate and indispensable institution— 
cause it had been dispensed with in the United States, and 
he believed in some other countries—but an element in 
our public institutions which had been in past times, and 
indeed was still, of the higbest value to society. . It 
trained up a body of men in the practice of the higher 
branches of the law, and fitted them afterwards to he- 
come judges. On the other hand the profession of a soli- 
citor was absolutely indispensable to society ; and without 
entering into any comparison as to the importance to 
society of the two branches of the profession—a com- 
parison which he would deprecate as invidious and 
unnecessary, and which in truth would suggest a separation 
of interests which he did not admit—he was of opinion that 
the judges and the bar could not do their duty without the 
co-operation of solicitors, and that their interests were so 
inseparably tound up together that it would be most 
unnatural to separate them or place them in any position 
of rivalry or encroachment in the school intended for the 
common benefit of both. But if it was still asserted that 
although the fusion of the two branches of the profession 
might not be intended by the association, yet it might 
have that result, he confessed that he could find no grounds 
whatever for such an apprehension. The school would deal 
with the whole subject in the earliest stages, before 
students became either barristers or solicitors, and at the 
moment they entered either branch of the profession they 
would cease to be connected with the work of the associa- 
tion. He turned with satisfaction from such narrow and 
groundless notions of class distinction to the much more 
healthy and liberal tone of the present Lord Chancellor, 
who, in the debate in the House of Lords in July last, when 
the Bills of last year were introduced, said he was of opinion 
that the teaching part of the school of law had better be 
undertaken by the separate socigties of the Inns of Court 
and the Incorporated Law Society than by the aggregat 
body which the association proposed to constitute the schoo: 
oflaw. But as far asthe principle of comprehension was 
concerned, it seeined to him (Lord Selborne) to have been 
conceded and thoroughly assented to by the Lord Chan- 
cellor: Passing to the next point, the Bill promoted by the 
association provided substantially that both branches of the 
profession should have their due share of representation, that 
the judges and other ez oficio members of the bar should 
have a certain proportionate power, and that there should 
also be a certain proportion nominated by the Crown. That 
part of the question made it necessary for him to say a few 
words in explanation of what he had thought it right to do 
with the Inns of Court Bill, The association was not con- 
cerned with that Bill, and from the first had disclaimed any 
intention of interfering with internal questions affecting the 
Inns of Court. It might be asked why, aa the president of 
the association, he had introduced that Bill, When it was 
first introduced he was not the president of the association, 
but occupied a public position, which obliged him to take 
as large views as he could on all public questions, and he 
found the Inns of Court at that time in this peculiar posi- 
tion, A select committee of the House of Commonsin 1846 
had recommended legislation, calculated to bring those 
learned societies into a more public and responsible position, 
and to give them a more distinct academical character, 
and a royal commission also made similar recommenda. 
tions subsequently, but nothing had been done. He 
could not as Lord Chancellor ignore those recommenda- 
\ tions, but at no time had he intended to act or speak 


= 
present Lord Chancellor had said that it was a matter 
which ought to be dealt with, and if he (Lord Selborne) 
had not dealt with it he should at some time or other have 
introduced such a measure himself. It would be quite 
impossible to carry such a Bill as that promoted by the 
association if the whole question of the Inns of Court 
were left out of sight. They had not the means at 
present to establish a school of law, and some persons 
doubted whether they should get them, but he felt con- 
fident that if the scheme received the authority of Par- 
liament no long time would elapse before the necessary. 
means would be forthcoming. The Lord Chancellor was. 
of opinion that the teaching of law had better be. 
carried on by the Inns of Court and the Incorporated. 
Law Society than in the proposed school of law. After 
the expression of such an opinion it might be impossible 
to carry the teaching part of the measure, but that would 
not induce him to relinquish the Bill altogether, for the 
fact that the existing system was going backward could 
not fail to produce its results in due time. The present 
system of education adopted by the Inns of Court had 
practically failed; the falling off in the attendance a6. 
lectures and private classes had been extraordinary, 
What was the moral? Why, that the instruction 
should be supplemented by sometking larger in its aims 
and more comprehensive in its view, by an education con- 
ducted upon some such system as Oxford and Cambridge 
and other universities. Supposing they got the Bill into 
committee, and that the Lord Chancellor, who had twice 
expressed strong opinions in favour of separate collegiate 
instruction, carried his point, and strdck ont the clauses 
relating to the establishment of a teaching staff he did not. 
think they should give up the Bill, because, although they 
would not have gained all they wished, yet they would have. 
secured a central examining board ; and, further, he did 
not think that the absence of express power to establish a 
teaching staff would by any means be fatal to establishing 
it hereafter. As to the examining body, a considerable 
amount of controversy had arisen between the council of 
the association and the Incorporated Law Society, the 
particular grounds being as to how far the authority to dee 
termine the particular subjects for examination should re 
main as at present, and how far it should belong to the 
senate of the school of law. On this point he thought it 
right to bring in the Bill in its previous form, and if a 
difference should prevail it could not, in his opinion, be 
fatal to the other portions of the Bill. In conclusion, hig 
lordship combated the assertion that the association had 
been Quixotic in pressing forward their views at the pre- 
sent time, and earnestly asked that support and influence 
might be brought to bear upon the good work they had in 
hand. The Bill required the support and assistance of all 
who took a real interest in the question of legal education, 
and he could not doubt that if they were forthcoming it 
would soon become law. 
Mr. Dant=t, Q.C., seconded the motion. 
Mr. W. J. Farrer spoke in support of the motion, which 
was carried unanimously. 
Mr. Baron Po.tock proposed the next resolution, viz.— 
“That the association approves of the scheme for establish- 
ing a general school of law embodied in the Bill now before 
the House of Lords.” He combated the objections which 
had been made to the Bill. ‘Lhey were literally things of 
the past. When the association was inaugurated there were 
those who doubted whether law could be taught by lectures 
and by the study of books; but if law was a science there 
was no reason why it should not be taught in the same way 
as other sciences. Of course practical experience was also 
necessary, 
Professor SusLpon Amos seconded the motion. 
The resolution was carried unanimously. 
Mr. Baron Ampuierr moved the re-election of the 
officers of the association. Mr. Wesrnake, Q.C., seconded 
the motion, which was carried. 
The proceedings closed with a vote of thanks to the chair- 
man, 





LAW ASSOCTATION, 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors, held in the 
Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, on 





Were first consulted in the matter. The Bill, however, 
did not come in whilst he was Lord Chanoellor, and the 





‘Thursday, the 3rd _inst., the following being present, viz., 
Messrs. Steward (chairman), Burges, Carpenter, Few 
> 
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Gresham, Hedger, Kelly, Lowell, Sawtell, Scadding, Sidney 
Smith, Styan, Williamson, and Boodle (secretary), grants 
were made to the widows and families of deceased members 
amounting to £1,140; and to the widows and families of de- 
ceased non-members amounting to £70. One new member 
was elected, and the ordinary business was transacted. 





ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Wednes lay evening 
the subject for the evening’s debate being—‘‘That the 
électoral disabilities of wo‘nen should be removed.” The 
motion, after a long debite, was carried by a majecrity 
-of four. 








Obituarn. 


SIR ROBERT MARSHALL HORSFORD, C.D. 


Sir Robert Marshall Horsford, Knight, ('.B., formerly 
‘Chief Justice of the colony of Antigua, died on the 23rd 
ult. at his residence in Delamere-terrace, Paddington, 
at the age of seventy-six. The deceased was the son 
of the late Mr. Paul Horsford (who also held for some years 
the office of Chief Justice of Antigua), and he was born in 
1798, and was educated at Winchester, and at Exeter College, 
Oxford, where he graduated as B.A. in 1820. He was called 
to the bar at the Middle Temple in 1822, and was appointed 
Solicitor-General of Antigua in 1825. In 1841 he received 
the honour of knighthood. In 1846 he was promoted to 
the office of Attcrney-General, and in the following year 
he became Chief Justice of the colony, which post he filled 
till 1856, when he retired upona pension. He was created 
a Civil Companion of the Bath in 1852. Sir Robert Horsford 
was married to the daughter of the late Mr. John Maddison. 





MR. HENRY HALL. 


Mr. Henry dall, solicitor, of Ashton-under-Lyne, died at 
his residence, Castle-hill, Kelsall, Cheshire, on the 21st ult., 
at the age of seventy. Mr. Hall was born in 1805, and was 
admitted a solicitor in 1834, and had ever since resided at 
Ashton. He was for along time in partnership with the 
late Mr. James Browne Brooke (whom he succeeded about 
thirty years ago in the office of clerk to the county 
magistrates at Ashton), and at a subsequent period with Mr. 
George Taylor. He was also clerk to the Cheshire 
magistra‘es at Dukinfield, and to the deputy lieutenants 
for the Ashton division, and he for some years discharged 
the duties of clerk to the borough magistrates, He was 
moreover steward of the manor of Ashton, a perpetual 
commissioner for Lancashire and Cheshire, and a com- 
missioner for taking affidavits in Chancery. He was for 
some time a member of the Ashton Schvol Board, in the 
transactions of which he took great interest. Mr. Hall’s 
death has been much regretted at Ashton. His son, Mr. 
Henry Hall, was admitt+d a solicitor in 1854, and is 1egis- 
trar of the Ashton-under-Lyne Connty Court. 





MR. WILLIAM DICKSON. 


Mr. William Dickson, F.S.A., solicitor and notary, of 

Alnwick, clerk of the peace for the county of Northumber- 

land, died on the 14th ult., at the age of seventy-six. Mr. 
i Dickson was born in 1798, was admitted a solicitor in 1821, 
b and had ever since resided and practised at Alnwick. He 
: was for a long time in partnership with the late Mr, 
Robert Thorp (formerly clerk of the peace for Northumber- 

land) and Mr, Thomas Thorp. About forty yesrs ago he 

was clected clerk to the magistrates for the Coquetdale 

Ward of Northumberland, and on the death of his senior 

partner he received the appointment of clerk of the peace, 

and he discharged the dutics of both posts up to the time 

ofhisdeath. Mr. Dickson was a perpetual commissioner for 
Northumberland, a commissioner for taking affidavits both 

in Chancery and at common Jaw, and a commissioner for 
administering oaths in the Irish Court of Chancery (for 
Northumberland). He was held in great respect among 
all classes in the county. His eldest son, Mr. William 
Dickson, who was admitted in 1847, has been for some 
years exsociated with him in business. 





MR. ALFRED ROOKER. 


A telegram from Beyrout announces the death of Mr. 
Alfred Rooker, solicitor, of Plymouth, who was absent from 
England on a tour in the Holy Land, Mr. Rooker was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1836, and had ever since practised at 
Plymouth. He was the head of the firm of Rooker, 
Matthews, Shelly, & Harrison, and was a@ most suc- 
cessful practitioner. He was also a man of rare moral and 
intellectual gifts, and had attained to a high position as a 
public man in the West of England. He was twice Mayor 
of Plymouth, and op the second occasion entertained the 
Prince of Wales on the opening of the new Guildhall. In 
the year 1871 he was « candidate for the representation of 
the borough, but was defeated by a majority of 242. Since 
then he had been chosen as chairman of the School Board. 
We hope hereafter to publish a more extended notice of his 
career. 
















Appointarents, Ete. 











Mr. Aurrep Erskine Harpy, barrister, has been ap- 
pointed Recorder of Kingston-upon-Thames, in the place 
of the late Mr. William Thomas Jemmett. Mr. Hardy is 
the third son of the Right Hon. Gathorne Hardy, M.P., 
the Secretary of State for War, and was educated at 
Balliol College, Oxford, where he obtained a first class in 
law and modern history in 1866. He was called to the bar 
at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 1869, and is a 
member of the Home Circuit and Kent Sessions. There 
is no salary attached to the office. 


Sir Henry Toursran Hotuanp, Bart., M.P., barrister, 
has been created a Companion of the Orderof St. Michael 
and St. George. Sir Henry Holland is the eldest son 
of the late Sir Henry Holland, physician to the Queen, 
who was created a baronet in 1853. He was born in 1825, 
and succeeded his father in 1873. He was educated at 
Harrow, and Trinity College, Cambridge, and was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1849. 
He practised for several years on the Northern Circuit, 
but retired in 1866 on receiving the appointment of legal 
adviser to the Colonial Office. From 1870 to September, 
1874, he was an assistant Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, but relinquished the office to become a candidate 
for Midhurst, for which place he was returned to Par- 
liament without opposition. 


Mr. Horatio Lion, judge of county courts for Circuit 
No. 52, bas been appointed a Magistrate for Flintshire. 
Mr. Lloyd was called to the bar in Michaelmas Term, 
1852, and practised on the North Wales and Chester 
Circuit, and the Cheshire and Knutsford Sessions. He 
was appointed a county court judge in October, 1874, and 
is also Recorder of Chester. 


Mr. Arnotp Summers Munns, solicitor, of 8, Old Jewry, 
E.C., has been appointed a Commissioner for taking Affi- 
davits in and for the Courts in the Province of Quebec 
under the provisions of article 30 of the Code of Civil Pro- 
cedure of Lower Canada, and also a Commissioner for 
taking Affidavits in and for the Courts in Ontario ander 
the provisions of 34 Vict. (Ontario), c. 14, 


Mr. SterHen Sanperson, solicitor, of Berwick-upon- 
Tweed, has been appointed by the Lord Lieutenant of 
Northumberland (Earl Grey, K.G.) to the office of Clerk 
of the Peace for that county in the place of Mr. Dixon, 
of Alnwick, deceased. Mr. Sanderson was admitted 
a solicitor in 1851, and is clerk of the peace for Berwick- 
upon-T weed, and registrar of the Berwick Oounty Court. 


Mr, Cuanries SLADEN, C.M.G., has been created a Knight 
Commander of the Order of St. Michael and St. George. 
Sir C. Sladen was for many years in practice at Melbourne 
as 4 solicitor, and is an LL D. of the University of Mel- 
bourne. He was formerly colonial treasurer of Victoria, 
and was chief secretary of the colony from May to Jaly, 
1868. He was created a C,M.G. in 1870. 

Mr. Axprew Sronny has been appointed Town Clerk 
of Leicester, at a salary of £300 per annum, Mr. Storey 
is clerk to the visiting justices of the Leicester Lunatic 
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office a few years ago, and has been acting town clerk 
since the resignation of Mr. Standbridge in October last. 


Mr. AtrRED Youn, barrister, has been appointed Presi- 
dent of the Arbitration Board of the Wolverhampton 
Building Trades in the place of Mr, Rupert Kettle, judge 
of county courts, resigned. Mr. Young was called to the 
bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1858, and is 
a member of the Oxford Circuit, practising locally at Wol- 
verhampton, and on the Staffordshire, Wolverhampton, 
Newcastle-under-Lyme, and Walsall Sessions. 


New CoMMIssiIonerRS ror [Takine AFFIDAVITS. 

Mr. Jonn Guest, Tredegar (all the Courts of Common 
Law). 

Mr. GForce TaatcHer, No. 19, Bennet’s-hill, Doctors’- 
commons, London, and South Lambeth (Qaeen’s Bench and 
Exchequer). 

New ComMissIONERS FOR TAKING ACKNOWLEDGMENTS OF 
Deeps. 

Mr. Wituiam Matraew Armsrrone, Hertford (Herts). 

Mr. Grorce Lirrtewoop CowLry, Nottingham (Not- 
tingbam). 


——B 


Cuurts. 


COUNTY COURTS. 
RorHERuAM. 
(Before T. Ellison, Esq., Jadge.) 
May 29.—In re David Hume. 
Charges against a high bailiff. 


This was an inquiry into certain charges made against 
the high bailiff of the court of extortion and misconduct, 
ander section 116 of 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95. There were at 
the outset seven or eight cases, which were eventually 
withdrawn with the exception of three charges laid by Wm. 
Heathcote, Mary Elizabeth Theaker, and George Winfrow. 

F. Parker Rhodes, appeared for the complainants. 

Taylor, appeared for the defence. 

His Honovur.—In Heathcote’s case the high bailiff 
entered with a warrant dated the 13th of January last, for 
the sum of £7 6s. 9d., and remained in possession until the 
21st of that month, when goods of the defendant to the 
amount of £20 12s. 5d. were sold. The high builiff then 
charged five days’ possession at 10s. per day, amounting 
to £2 10s,, and that charge was objected to. Mr. Taylor, 
who appeared for the defendant, had contended that even 
if there were nothing else in the case beyond wkat he (his 
honour) had stated, the high bailiff would be justified in 
charging at that rate. It was not necessary, however, to 
consider that, as there were other circumstances in the 
case which affected the charge. During the time the high 
bailiff was in possession he received a notice from the 
debtor’s Jandlord, under the 75th section of the 19 & 20 
Vict. c. 108, for a quarter's rent, amounting to £8 lds. 
Under that section the high bailiff became bound to dis- 
train for the rent in addition to the levy on the warrant, 
but he could not sell the goods until five days after the 
distress had been issued. The possession fees and pound- 
age expenses were payable on the Jandlord’s notice in the 
same way as if the distress were an execution from that 





would be a reasonable levy. According to the high bailiff’s 
contention, the goods seized being of the value of £20 and 
upwards, and having been in possession five days, he 
would be entitled to £210s. for possession fees. Now, in 
the view taken by his honour, it was necessary to dispose 
of that question before he went on to consider the actual 
amount the high bailiff should have charged. Previous to 
the passing of the 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, the possession fee 
was charged on the amount for which the warrant was 
issned ; but by the 78th section of that Act, and schedule 
CQ, the fee is to be calculated upon the value of 
the goods seized. The alteration of the Aot, 
however, did not appear to have been generally 


court. The amounts of the distress and warrant and the | 
expenses were such that the £20 worth of goods seized 








understood, and the result was that a Treasury letter was 
written and sent to all the courts. One passage in that 
letter said thatthe value of the goodsseized might be greater 
or less than the amount for which the warrant issued ; but in 
every case the fee for possession was to be charged on 
the value of the goods seized. Now, supposing the 
high bailiff entered a honse with a warrant for 
£7 6s. 9d. and in the honse were gocds of tle 
execution debtor valued at +£1.000, if he were to 
charge his possession fee on £1,000, the value of the 
goods, that would be extravagant and absurd, and so to 
charge his possession fee on £20 wherever there was £20 
worth of property, was, both as a matter of reason and 
law, equally extravagant and absurd ; it only differed from 
the case he had mentioned in degree. The supposition 
that merely entering the house of an execution debtor, 
in which there are goods of the value of £20, was the same 
thing as seizing them was wrong. If the goods had been 
actually and specifically seized under a warrant for 
£7 68. 9d., the execution debtor might have called iu an 
appraiser when £10 value had been reached. But when 
the landlord's notice for rent came the bailiff might have 
gone on seizing £20 and upwards. This disposed of the 
claim of the high bailiff, but before he proceeded to deal with 
it he would make on observation on the Treasury letter, 
which seemed to have created some confusion. The 
letter said that the goods seized might be greater than 
the amount for which the warrant issued. Of course they 
might. The warrant only issued for the amount of the 
judgment and the poundage of the warrant, but goods 
might be seized to cover the expenses of appraisement and 
sale, and the other exvenses properiy incurred. -He 
thought the claim of the high bailiff ntterly without fout- 
dation. What sum was he properly entitled to. and on 
what day was the levy made? The endorsement on the 
warrant of the high bailiff gave the I3th of January as 
the day of levy, bus the high bailiff said that the levy was 
actually made on the 15th, and thut the 13th was a 
clerical error for the 15th. It was obvious that, as a 
general rule, the high bailiff could not be allowed to con- 
tradict the warrant endorsement. He would be willing to 
accept the high bailitf’s statement. in that case, and that 
the levy was made on the lith. ‘The sale took place on 
the 21st. There was a written no ice from the landlord to 
the high bailiff, which if produced would materially assist 
the bailiff’s claim, as it would be dated. The written 
notice came from the landlord on the L6thof January, on the 
second day after possession, butas Heathcoteand Levick said, 
the fifth day after possession, which would be the 19ch. The 
notice of the landlord was required by the 75th section 
to be in writing, and if produced it would almost to a 
certainty settle the date beyond dispute. It ought to be 
forthcoming, but he was informed it was lost. Now it was 
as much the bailiffs duty to preserve the documents in- 
trusted to him as if they were from the court. He would 
take the 15th as the day the levy was made, and the 19th as 
that when the lundlora’s notiie came in, and the 2ist #s the 
day of sale. ‘nen the proper amount for the high bailiff to 
charge as possession fees appeared to him to be four days at 
5+, a day, one day at 10s., and two days at 5s., making a 
total of £2. That being so, the high bailiff had, in his 
honour’s judgment, charged 10s, too much. But the high 
bailiff might be right in his date of the 16th being the date 
of the landlord's notice, and if that were so he would charge 
one day at 5s., four days at 103., and one day at 5:., making 
a total of £2 10s. Upon the hypothesis that the 16th was 
the right date, the high bailiff charged the right amount. 
In order that that point might be clearly settled, he would 
give the high bailiff the opportunity of producing evidence 
trom Messrs. Strouts & Waterman as to the date, becanse 
that appeared to his honour to be the important point in the 
case, 

Rhodes, said that Strouts & Waterman had been seen and 
said they would let hin know if they could fix the date, but 
as they had not communicated with him he did not think 
they would be able to throw any light upon the subject. 

His Honour said he would leave the matter to be cleared 
up if possible. He proposed to leave out of the considera- 
tion of the case Hume's claim of 13s,, made as his right, 
instead of the charge of 3s. 8d., for the reason that if be 
charged too little in one case that would not justify him in 
charging too much in another, 
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In the case of Elizabeth Theaker, the distress was issued 
on the 3rd of February, 1875, for the amount of £4 3s. 10d., 
the poundage on the warrant, &c., bringing it up to £4 11s. 
4d. as the amount to be levied. ‘The under-bailiff, Young, 
entered on the 9th of February, and after being in possession 
fifty minutes he seized two silver watches. The high bailiff 
charged 10s. for his expenses because there were in the 
house goods of the value of over £20. The high bailiff 
afterwerds returned 7s. 6d. of the money, but it was returned 
too late to be of any use to him, and it did not clear him of 
the charge of misconduct. ‘The case was one in which an 
inquiry was necessary, and as the high bailiff had brought 
the inquiry on to himself he must pay the costs. 

In the case of George Winfrow, the total amount to be 
levied was £22 8s. 6d., and the charge was that the high 
bailiff had charged £1 10s. too much. That depended upon 
whether he was in actual possession of the furniture. The 
high bailiff considered Mrs. Hanby the agent of Winfrow 
and accordingly went to the house and made an inventory 
of the things, which remained in her custody. What pre- 
vented the execution debtor from taking his goods if he had 
been disposed to do so? Nothing. It was not such a pos- 
session on behalf of the high bailiff as the law contemplated, 
and did not entitle the high bailiff to any possession fee at 
all beyond that for the horse and cart helonging to Winfrow 
which he had properly seized. The high bailiff had, there- 
fore, charged £1 10s. too much. He must pay the costs in 
this case, 

His Honour then adjourned the inquiry till June 26, 
when the remaining point in the case will be disposed of, 
and final orders made. 





—— 





Parvliantent and Leqitslatton. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


May 28.—Tue Ixns or Court anp Generat Scuoot or 
Law. 


On the motion for the second reading of these Bills, 


the Lorp CuanceLtor said that as to the Ions of 
Coart Bill, he was bound to say that whether as a member 
of their lordships’ House, or a bencher of one of the Inns of 
Court, he thought the Bill was a desirable one. He said 
that reserving to himself at the same time the right to make 
some objections as to certain points of detail. But as re- 
garded the other Bill—the General School of Law Bill—he 
could not go so far. He held that it was not the business of 
Parliament, or of the State, to create or constitute a school 
for the teaching of law. He thought the State should do in 
the case of the legal profession what it did in that of the 
profession of medicine—establish an examining tribunal 
through which it took security that there should be a 
standard which must be reached by all candidates before 
their admission to the profession. He did not wish to offer 
any opposition to the second reading of the Bill; but he 
would agains suggest to his noble and learned friend whether 
it would not be better to confine the Bill to the establish- 
ment of an examining tribunal such #s he had ventured to 
suggest.—Lord Haruerrey thought that it woald not be 
amiss to have by the side of the Inns of Court a body estab- 
lished by Act of Parliament which could take a part in the 
promotion of any scheme for legal education. +Te was a 
growing feeling in favour of means being afforded to 
young men who did not intend to practise sat the 

whereby they might obtain a practical 
knowledge of the laws of their country.—Lord Sz_norne 
did not agree with his noble and learned friend on the 
subject of confining the school of law to an examining body, 
but if such should be their lordships’ view there was 
nothing in the provisions of the Bill which need stand in 
the way of giving effect in committee to the suggestion of 
his noble and learned friend. The title, it was said, implied 
teaching. He ventured to say that the title ‘General School” 
no more implied teaching than did the title ‘‘ University.” 
It was no part of his proposal that the State should teach 
law. If the school were founded, fessors and lecturers 
would only be appointed when fands and endowments came 
in, although, no doubt, the Crown would have a voice in 
their nomination. The Bill, too, did not propose, for the 
pus pone of calls to the bar or any other purpose, to compel 





students to attend a single lecture in connection with the 
school of law. All that was sought by it was to provide 
means by which, when funds were forthcoming, a system of 
public teaching of law should be established. The Inns of 
Court and the Incorporated Law Society had, no doubt, 
each a system of teaching ; but, with respect to the teaching 
at the Inns of Court, he could not speak of it as efficient. 
The attendance of students at public lectures and private 
clases had fallen off in the most extraordinary manner, 
and he thought th-ir lordships would agree with him that 
at least no harm could be done by rendering it possible 
by some general organizition to make the svstem of teach- 
ing law larger, more liberal, and less exclusive than it was 
at present. He believed that all persons who had recorded 
their opinions on the subject, and who had stndied it ina 
manner to entitle them to speak with authority, had said 
tha’ law might be and ought to be taught upon scientific 
principles and in a more truly liberal manner than had 
been the cnstom, at least in modern times, in this country. 
He wished to see that dene, and had made the proposals 
contained in the Bi'l with that view. At the same time, 
if their lordships concurred with his noble und learned 
friend that the establishment of an examining council was 
preferable, he confessed he would rather see that opinion 
given effect to than that things should be allowed to 
remain as they were at present, although he wonld regret 
the loss of that which he considered by no means the least 
important part of his own proposal.—The Bills were reid a 
second time. 
Fatsirication of Accounts. 

The Marquis of Lansvowyzg, in moving the second read- 
ing of this Bill, said that its object was to provide that 
any person who should wilfully falsify accounts should be 
guilty of a misdemeanour. In a recent case the manager of 
a large banking firm, being in difficulties, transferred the: 
money of a client to his own account. A prosecution was 
instituted, and the c+sse was clear, but a cenviction was 
impossible.-—The Bill was read a second time. 


May 31.—Minitary Mancevyres. 
This Bill was read a second t'me. 


Seat Fisnery (GREENLAND). 
This Bill was read a third tims and passed. 


June 1.—Cuvren Patronace. 

Their lordships went into committee on this Bill and 
clauses up to clause 11 inclusive were agrecd to. 

Clauses 12 to 14 were negatived. 

Clauses 15 and 16 were agreed to. 

Clause 17, on a division, was ordered to stand part of the 
Bill. 

On clause 19 progress was reported. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
May 28.—Incrg#ask Or THE Episcopare. 
The debate on the second reading of this Bill was ad- 
journed. 

EXPERIMENTS ON ANIMALS. 
This Bill was withdrawn. 
InrestatES Wipows AND CHILDREN Acts EXTENSION. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


May 31.—Tue Bricuton AQuariuM. 

Sir G. Bowyer asked the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department what were the intentions of the Government 
with regard to the statute 21 Geo, 3, c. 49; and whether 
the Government would introduce a Bill of indemnity as 
well asa Bill repealing or otherwise dealing with such 
Act ; and whether the Secretary of State for the Home 


Department or the Attorney-General had the power to: 


stay proceedings taken under the Act or otherwise pre- 


vent the recovery of penalties, and whether that power: 


would be exercised accordingly.—Mr. Cross said the 
Brighton Aquarium Company had consented to open the 
institution on Sundays simply as scientific institution, 
though money would be received at the doors. The ques- 
tion to which the hop. baronet referred would be tried 
immediately before a court of justice, and, according tu 
the jadgment pronounced, the Government would take: 
such action as they might deen right. He did not think 
the case was one in which penalties ought to be inflicted, 
and so far as he had the power he should take care that. 
they were not enforced, 


Seoteap eu -s 
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Exctusion oF STRANGERS, 


The adjourned debate was resumed on the following re- 
solution moved by the Marquis of Hartington: ‘ That 
this House will not entertain any complaint, in respect of 
the publication of the debates or proceedings of the House, 
or of any committee thereof, except when any such de- 
bates or proceedings shall have been conducted with closed 
doors, or when such publication shall have been expressly 
prohibited by the House, or by any committee, or in case 
of wilful misrepresentation, or other offence in relation to 
such publication.” To this resolution, it will be remem- 
bered, an amendment was moved by Mr. Mitchell Henry 
to the following effect :—-“ That it is not expedient to make 
avy permanent alteration in the rules relative to the re- 
ports of the debates or proceedings of the House, or of any 
committee thereof, or as to the presence of strangers in 
the House, until the House has more fully considered the 
present system of reporting its proceedings with the aid of 
information to be obtained by theappointment ofa select com- 
mittee.”—Mr. Hanby advised the House to reject both the 
motion and the amendment.—After some debate the amend- 
ment was withdrawn, and the motion rejected by 254 to 147. 
—The Marquis of Hartincton then moved ‘‘ That strangers 
shall not be directed to withdraw upon notice being taken 
of their presence, but if occasion shall arise for repressing 
or preventing disorder, the Speaker or the chairman of a com- 
mittee may direct their exclusion from any part of the 
House.” —Mr, NewpEGATE moved as an amendment *‘ Ifany 
member call the attention of the Speaker to the presence 
of strangers in the House, as soon as the strangers shall have 
retired the Speaker shall call upon the member who directed 
his attention to the presence of strangers to state his 
reasons for their exclusion ; and immediately on the member 
resuming his seat the Speaker shall propose as a question to 
be decided by the House that strangers be re-admitted, and 
it shall not be competent to any member to call the atten- 
tion of the Speaker to the presence of strangers during the 
remainder of that sitting of the House.”—After some debate 
the Marquis of Hartington's resolution was negatived, and 
Mr. Newdegate’s amendment, as a substantive motion, 
was rejected by 192 to 30.—Mr. Disrae.t then moved 
** That if at any sitting of the House or of a committee any 
member shall take notice of the presence of strangers, Mr. 
Speaker or the chairman, as the case may be, shall forthwith 
put the question without debate or amendment ; provided 
that Mr. Speaker or the chairman, as the case may be, may, 
whenever he thinks fit, order the withdrawal of strangers 
from any part of the House.”—Mr. Dopson, on behalf of 
the Marquis of Hartington, expressed his approval of the 
resolution, and it was agreed to. 


Frienviy Soctertes. 
The House went into committee on this Bill. 
, Clauses 1 to 8 were agreed to without amendments being 
inserted. 
On Clause 10, the chairman reported progress. 


Merrorouitan Porice (Surcron, Crenk, &c., SuUPERANNUA- 
TION). 


This Bill passed through committee. 


Puntic ENTERTAINMENTS. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Tue Survey (Great Brrraty) Acts Contixvance. 
These Bills passed through committec. 


GoveRNMENT Orricers’ Secuniry. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


June 1.—Frienpiy Socretres. 


The House went into committee on this Bill. 

On Clause 10, Mr. W. Hotms moved in page 5, line 36, 
after ‘‘fit,” to insert the following sub-section, viz. :— 
“*Cause t> be constructed and published tables for the pay- 
ment of sums of money on death, in sickness, or old age, or in 
any other contingency forming the subject of un assurance 
authorized by this Act, which may appear to be calculable, 
provided, nevertheless, that the adoption of such tables by 
‘any society shall be optional.” —The CuaNnce.tor of the Ex- 
CHEQUER acceded to the amendment, which was then agreed 
to.—On the motion of Mr, Stansrexn, the following words 
wore added, the CuanceLtor of the Excuequen assenting 





—*‘* The central office may also, with the approval of the 
Treasury, have attached io it such assistants skilled in the 
business of an — oe an — = shall from time 
to time be requi ‘or discharging the duties imposed on 
the office b ‘this Act.’’—The clause as amended was agreed 
to.—Mr. Metpon moved an amendment providing that the 
appeal from the decisions of the Aasistant-Registrar in Ire- 
land, in case of refusal to register, should be to the Court 
of Queen's Bench at Dublin, and not to the Court of Queen's 
Bench in England.—The amendment was ultimately agreed 
to, as were also similar words relating to Scotland, on the 
motion of Mr. MacponaLp. 

Clause 11, with verbal amendments, was agreed to. 

On Clause 12, progress was reported. 


Tue Customs anD INLAND REVENUE. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


June 2.—LanpDiorp anv Tenant (IRELAND) Act, 1870, 
AMENDMENT. 

Mr, SHARMAN CRawrorD moved tlie second reading of 
this Bill—After some debate, in the course of which the 
Soxiciror-GeneRaL for IRELAND said that her Majesty’s 
Government could not for a moment consent to the second 
reading of this extravagant, wild, badly-drawn, and ill-con- 
ceived Bill, the Bill was rejected on a division by 301 to 
161. 

Sr. Pavi’s Catrneprat (Mrvor Canonrigs). 

This Bill was read a second time. 


Merropous Loca, ManaGement Acts AMENDMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 








Mr. Macrae Moir, barrister, of the Home Circuit, has been 
presented with a purse containing £700 in gold, as a testi- 
mony to his valuable services since he has filled the office of 
honorary secretary to the Caledonian Society and several other 
cotch charities. 


The London correspondent of the Manchester Guardian 
say :—‘‘ As the Judicature Bill has abolished the title of 
serjeant-at-law” [this is, of course, incorrect], ‘the 
members of Serjeants’-inn, in Chancery-lane, have deter- 
mined to sell that property and divide the proceeds among 
themselves. The value cannot be less than £30,000 or 
£35,000, so that each of the six-and-thirty who now wear 
the coif will receive a very handsome sum. A pro’ to 
devote a portion of the sum to purposes of legal education 
has, I believe, been discussed and negatived. The inn is 
the personal property of the serjeants, so that those gentle- 
men are acting according to their strict right, but their 
proceeding is sure to be sharply criticised.” 


The following scene, says the Albany Law Journal, is re- 
ported to have occurred in the trial of a cause recently 
fore Judge Sutherland at New York :—The assistant dis- 


trict attorney, Mr. Rollins, had been asking a witness what 


rt of a counter was bumed, as it was a ma erial point to 

now whether only the top, or both top and sides, were 
touched by the flames. Mr. Stewart, counsel for the 
prisoner, spoke up from his seat, interrupting the witness : 
“*It was plain the whole side was burned—why, I saw it 
with my own eyes.” “I must protest,” said Mr. Rolling, 
‘against this outrageous proceeding on the part of counsel. 
He is continually making observations respecting his 
own knowledge. if he is 20 anxious to become a witness, 
let him go on the stand and I will cross-examine him.” 
**Oh, go on, go on !’’ said Judge Sutherland with irritation. 
Later Mr. Rollins called attention a second time to similar 
remarks on the part of the prisoner’s counsel, The judge 
repeated the directions to ‘‘ go on,” and added that the jury 
were ‘too sensible to pay any attention to what he says.” 
Again Mr. Rollins protested : “A court has never been so 
insulted in my experience as has this oue by these ob- 
servations of counsel as to his knowledge.” Mr. Stewart 
to assert that he meant no insult, when the judge 
order by rapping violently with his gavel, and repeating 
his order to yo ou. When Mr. Stewart spoke in a similar 
way a fourth time the court rebuked him, saying, “ You 
have no right to talk before the jery in that way."’ Mr. 
Stewart replied, ‘I don’t know a should always be re- 

imanded; there seems to be a good deal of general talk- 
ng on all sides.” 
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THE LAW TELEGRAPH. 


Tus Albany Law Journal gives the following account of 
a rather startling use to which the telegraph has been pat 
in New York :— 

The Law Telegraph Company, which has been recently 
formed in New York city, has its executive office at No. 
261, Broadway, and its central office at 145, Falton-street. 
We observe by its circular that this company has inaugu- 
rated aud put in operation a novel, ingenious, and valuable 
service intended for the use and benefit of the members of 
the bar. It consists in the introduction of the telegraph 
a3 a means of inter-communication privately between 
themselves, and also between the various courts of record, 
the public offices, and their own offices. 

The method of accomplishing this difficult and valuable 
feature, now for the first time applied to these purposes, is 
simple, effective, and easily comprehended. It is the re- 
sult of laborious study and ingenious inventions. The in- 
struments used are the dial instruments, so improved by 
rew inventions that they are now the only rapid and reli- 
able instraments suited for private use, in al) kinds of 
weather and under all circumstances. The uso of their 
printing instruments, first contemplated, was abandoned 
by this company, after many tests and experiments, as 
being wholly incapable of being employed for this complex 
service. An instrument is placed in the office of each 
subscriber and is easily operated, even by anofficeboy. A 
similar instrument is also placed in the various courts and 
public offices, such as the offices of the sheriff, registrar, 
county clerk, &c., and all the wires converge at a central 
office of the company, where connections are made between 
the various wires, as they may be required, by means of 
siznals made by the party wishing to transmit a message. 
Each subscriber or point connected has a number placed 
on a card near the instrument, and is called by striking the 
number wanted on a key, and messages are then sent by 
simply spelling or abbreviating them on alphabetical keys. 

The main object and some of the distinctive featu res of 
this enterprise we are told are the following :— 

1. Lawyers can communicate instantly and privately with 
each other, and to and with the courts and public offices at 
all times. 2. They can likewise instantly and privately 
communicate with their own officea from all the courts and 
pablic offices at all times, 3. They canalso send telegrams 
from their own offices, or from the courte, &c., to any part 
of the country, through these instruments, over other 
telegraph line3, at the usual rates. 4, Lawyers can, by 
special arrangement, be put into private telegraphic com- 
manvication with important clients. 5. By means of oper- 
ators and reporters in and abont the courts, farnished by 
the company, and included in the price of subscription, 
lawyers can receive notice of their cases as they appear on 
the calendars, the instant the cale:dars are made up each 
day, and timely notice of the approach of their cases on 
the day calendars for trial, as well as all other facts de- 
sired, and thus save the hours and even days that are 
frequently wasted in the attendance upon the courts. 6. 
Lawyers can, either from their own offices, the courts, or 
public offices, communicate witb referees and others ; send 
for persons, papers, or books; obtain all kinds of informa- 
tion, &c., and in short accomplish instantly, by telegraph, 
what bas heretofore been done throngh the slow and un- 
Certain agency of a messenger, not always at hand, thereby 
saving vexation and delay, frequently expensive, and often 
disastrous, as for instance, when such services are required, 
perhaps, in the midst of the trial of a canse. 7. Requisi- 
tons tor searches or information in any of the public 
offices can be made by telegraph, and conveyancers can 
sit in their offices and continue their searehes down to the 
very moment of passing title. 8. Among the subscribers 
will be found various officers and firms with whom lawyers 
have necessary business to transact at all times, anch as 
the printer, the stenographer, the lithographer, and even 
the detective, all of whom are in instant communication. 
9, Messengers can be called at onc: to go anywhere or do 
anything required, a low charge being made only for the 
time they are employed. 

The plan embraces other features, benefits, and advan- 
tages, many of which will ripen with use and time. Al- 
ready, over seventy of the leading lawyers and law firms 
in the city of New York have subscribed for, and are now 





using, these instruments. And it ia said that nothing but 
commendation has come from them. The extension to 
Brooklyn and its courts is now under way. The termeare 
two hundred and fifty dollars per annum. 








Court Papers. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Lorp MASTER OF THE Lorps 
CHANCELLOR. Rotts. Justices. 
Monday..June7 Mr. Ward Mr. Latham Mr. Pemberton 
Tuesday we Ward Merivale Leach 
Wednesday .. 9 Pemberton Latham Leach 
Thursday ....10 Pemberton Merivale Ward 
Friday ......11 Leach Merivale Ward 
Saturday ....12 Leach Latham Pemberton 


V.C. Matirys. V.C. Bacon. V.C. Hat. 


Monday..June7 Mr. Milne Mr. Holdship Mr. Rogers 
Tuesday .... & King Teesdale Farrer 
Wednesday ,. 9 Milne Holdship Rogers 
Thursday ....10 King Teesdale Farrer 
Friday . 11 Milne Holdship Rogers 
Saturday ....12 King Teesdale Farrer 


Date. 


CBRTIFICATES OF SALB AND TRANSFER. 
Monday, June7 Mr. Leach Tharsdy, June 10 Mr, Milne 


‘Tuesday ....8 Pemberton Friday {1 Latham 
Wednesday ..9 King Saturday.... 12 Rogers 


Novice. 


Solicitors are requested to take notice that an adhesive 
stamp of the value of £3 has recently been issued by the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue for use in the Chancery 
Registrars’ Office, and that when a fee of £3 is payable on 
a decree or order the £3 adhesive stamp should, pursuant 
to Consolidated Order 39, rule 7, be used, and not several 
stamps of less amount. R. H. Leacu, Registrar. 

Chancery Registrars’ Office, June 1, 1875. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES, 


Money MARKeT AND City INTELLIGENC”. 


Tke bank rate has not been changed, but the proportion 
of reserve to liabilities has fallen from 40; per cent. last 
week to about 36 this week. The home railway market 
on Monday became stronger, and since Wednesday there 
has been an advance in the prices of many of the leading 
stocks, ‘he foreign market has also been firmer, bus there 
bas been little basiness done. Consols closea on Thurs- 
day at 92} to } for money, and 92§ to } for tbe account. 


An extraordinary genern! meeting of the Equity and Law 
Life Society will be held at the oflice of tne company on 
Wednesday next, at two o'clock, for the purpose of declaring 
the amount to be set apart out of the assurance fund as the 
bonus for the quinquennial period eading on the 31st of 
December, 1874. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Last Quotation, June 4, 1475, 
3 por Cent, Consuls, 927 Annuities, April, "65, 0% 
Ditto for Account, June 1933 | Do. (Red Sea T. Aug. iyeB 
3 per Cent Redneed, 45 Ex Billa, 100%, 24 rer Cp, 2 dis 
New 3% per Cent., 93 Ditto, £4500, Do 2 dis 
Do. 34 perCent.,Jan.’%4 Ditto, 2100 & xsvu, 2 dia, 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. '94 Bank of England stock. 5 per 
Oo, 5 per Cent,, Jan.’78 Ct, (last balt-year), 257 
Annuities, Jan,*60— Ditte or Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SHCURITIES, 
oS perCent.,July,"s0, 108 Ditto,54 per Cnt., May,*79 1005 
me he Account, rhs Di Ditto Tradl pod 4 per Cont, 
Ditto 4 por Ceat,, Oot,’ 66,103 , oe : 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates — 0,5 por Cont,,Ang, '73 
Ditto Lvfaced Por ,t ner Cont92 | Do, Kouds,4 por Cont. £1000 
lod, Buf. Pr., 6 p C.,Jan72 Ditto, dittc, uader £1000 
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RAILWAY STOCK. 





a 
Railways. 'Paid.| Closing Price 


— — 





113 

105 
Giasgow and South-Western ..... peta dente sevens] 100 99 

Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock scorsssorsserssere) 100 

Stock Great Northern i 

Stock) Do., A Stock® .............scscessseesereeersensneees 

Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland ......' 

Stock Great Western—Original ' 
Lancashire and Yorkshire 

Stock London, Brighton, and South Coast 

Stock, London, Chatham, and Dover...... 

Stock London and North-Western ... 

«Stock London and South Western 

Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 





{ I xeter 
stock Bristo 




















Stock: Pp 
Stock’ Do., District 
Stock! Midland 





Stock North British 
Stock North Eastern 
Stock) North London 
Stock’ North Staffordshire ... 
Stock South Devon .,....... 
Stock South-Eastern ...... . 














* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
By Mr. J. M. Port. 


Kent, near Fawkham Station—The Kingsdown-park Estate, of 
346a. lr. Sp., freehold—sold for £12,000. 

: By Messrs. Futter, Horsey, Son, & Co. 

City of London—No. 65, Fenchurch-street, term 63 years—sold 
for £12,300. 

By Mr. S. Rosrnson. 

Eastbourne—Nos. 1 to5, Compton-street, term 94 years—sold 
for £5,250. 

Pe eee sets of stabling, same term—sold for 
£1,600. 

By Messrs, DEBENHAM, TEWsoN, & FARMER. 

Sussex, near Arundel Station—The Church Farm, containing 
262a. 2r. 8p., freehold—sold for £21,000. 

Herts, St. Albans.—Now House Farm, containing 219a. 2r, 34p., 
freehold—sold for £16,600. 

Norfolk, near Thetford.—The Manor House Farm, containing 
866a. Or. 8p., freehold—sold for £15,000. 

Oxon, near Henley-on-Thames.—Saltwell Farm, containing 
114a. Or. 10p., freehold—sold for £3,000. 

Hyde-park—No. 31, Queen’s-gardens, term 78 years—sold for 
£3,520. 

. By Messrs. J. & A. PARISH. 

Erith—Nos. 4 to 14, Erith-villas, leaschold—sold for £1,550. 

Nos. 19 and 20, Erith-villas—sold for £315. 

Nos. 6 to 9, North End-villas—sold for £500. 

Belvedere— Halfway-place, freehold dwelling-house — sold for 
£210. . 

By Messrs. WiLkrnson & Horne. 

Surrey, Hazlemere—Freehold Residence, with two cottages and 
2} acres—sold for £2,350. 

Shepperton—-The Residence called River Bank, and 2} acres, 
term 88 years—sold for £2,0C6. 

Wandsworth—Freehold Ground.rent of £22 per annum—sold 
for £650. 

By Messrs. CuINNock, Gatswortuy, & Co. 
Gray’s-inn-road—Nos. 75, 76, and 79, Swinton-street, term 49 
rs—sold for £340. 
A Warehouse, in Wicklow-street, term 89 years—sold for £1,000. 


By Messrs. Faresrotruer, CLARKE, & Co. 
Hendon.—Freehold garden land, 8a. 2r.—sold for £1,000. 
By Messrs, Rusuworru, Annort, & Co. 
Battersea-park— The Residence, Strathdon House, and house 
adjoining, term 87 yeara—sold for £4,000. 
By Messrs, Winstaniuy & Horwoop, 
Lower Norwoot—Freehold Ground-rents of £90 par annum— 
sold for £2,080. 
By Messrs, Warerer & Sons. 
Oxon, Eastono—The lease of the Rectorial Tithes commuted at 
£1,244 14s, 11d., term 14 yoars—sold for £7,260, 
By Mr. W. R. Txomserr. 


Kent, Staplehurst—The Hondoorn-place Farm, containing 
165a, Lr, Lop., freehold—sold for £7,400, 








By Messrs. Dantet Surru, Sox, & Oakier. 
Gloncestershire—The Freehuld and Residential Estate known as 
Wyck Hill, comprising mansion and 1,182a. lr. 16p., freehold 
—sold for £75,300. 
By Messrs. Epwtn Fox & Bovsrtetp. . 
Nos. 11 and 12, Clement’s-lane, was let by public auction for 
£2,230 per annum, term 80 years. ? 


AT THE LONDON TAVERN. 
By Messrs. Wartters, Lovesoy, & MILEs. 
South Norwood.—The Jully Sailor Wine Vaults, term 48 years 
—sold for £1,000. 
By Messrs. CRonIN. 
Oxford-street, Rathbone-place—The lease of the Black Horse, 
term 40 years—sold for £5,000. 
West Brompton—~Nos. 20 and 22, Thistle-grove, freehold—sold 
for £3,440. 
By Messrs. Brown, Procter, & Fraser. 
Bow-road — The lease of ths King’s Head Wine Vaults, 
term 48 years—sold for £7,450. 
Buckhurst-hill— The lease of the Title Deed Inn, term: 31 
years—sold for £1,000. 
By Messrs. OrGILL, Swany, & ORGILL. 
Chelsea, Turk’s-row—The lease of the Rose and Crown Wine 
Vaults, term 49 years—sold for £5,150. 
Vauxhall, Chapter-street-—Tne Crown and Spectre, term 18 years 
—sold for £3,420. 
Edgware-road, Newnham-street—The lease of the Victory, 
term 29 years—sold for £3,380. 


AT PETERSFIELD. 
By Messrs. Smrtx & GotpsMITH. 


Hants, Petersfield—A Residence, with outbuildings 
16a. Or. 3p.—sold for £4,000. 


and 


AT SUDBURY. 
By Mr. G. Coors. 
Suffolk, near Sudbury—Cockerell’s Farm, containing 176a. Or. 
19p., freehold—sold for £9,000. 
The Bione Farm, containing 126a. Or. 15p.—sold for £4,600. 
Cockfield-green Farm, containing 54a. 3r. llp.—sold for $2,300. 
Numerous enclosures of land, containing 82a. ir. 169—sold for 


3,100 


AT GREAT COGGESHALL. 
By Messrs. SurnnipGe & Son, 
Essex, Great Coggeshall—America Farm, containing 27a. 3r. 
ldp., copyhold—sold for £1,550. 


AT NORWICH. 
By Mr. SreLMan. 


Norfolk, Hemsby and Ormesby—The Decoy Farm, containiag 
236a, 2r. 27p., freehold—seld for £11,000. 
AT LANGPORT. 
By Mr. Morris. 
£omersetshire, Langport—Freehold Residence, and L35a. lr. 23p* 
—sold for £17,000. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

Bioretp—June 1, at Hoveton House, in the county of Norfolk, 
the wife of T. C. Blofeld, of a son. 

Merrick—May 31, at 2, Rayners-road, Patney-hill, S.W., the 
wife of W. Merrick, solicitor, of a daughter. 

RxeYNoLps—May 29, at 79, Canning street, Liverpool, the wife 
of Herbert Charles Reynolds, solicitor, of a son, 

Smrrn—May 31, at Brookside, Colaey Hatch, the wife of R. W. 
Smith, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

Lucas— Lvcas — May 20, at St. James's Chureh, Louth, 
Lincolnshire, Lionel Richard Lucas, the younger, of Leath, 
solicitor, to Alice Marion, second daughter of the late Charles 
Edward Lucas, of the same place, 

TaYtor—HoimMan—May 27, at Christ Church, Clifton, Robert 
Taylor, of 15, Furnival’sinn, to Louisa, eldest daughter 
of the late John Holman, of Glastonbury, Somersetshire. 
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TREsippDER—TREMEARNE—May 20, at St. John’s Church. 
Hi » St. Ives, Cornwall, William Tolmie Tresidder, 
solicitor, to Matilda, elder daughter of John Newman 
Tremearne, both of St. Ives. 

DEATHS. 

Dicxson—May 14, at Alnwick, William Dickson,’ of White- 
cross, F.S,A., clerk of the peace for the county of Northum- 
berland, justice of the peace for Berwickshire, aged 76. 

Harowicx—May 31, at Brighton, John Hardwick, D.C.L., 
late magistrate at the Marl ugh-street Police-court, Lon- 
don, aged 83. 

Huururers—May 25, Thomas Humphreys, of 3, Swan-walk, 
C 1elsea, and 14, East Sateheaoes, Leadenhall-street, Lon. 
don, solicitor, aged 75. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 
Professional Partuerships Dissolved. 


Torspar, June 1, 18 


Mason, Henry Hewett, and Charles Edward a 18, Bedford row, 
Bleomsbury, Middlesex, Attorneys and Solicitors. Aug 31 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Toespay, June 1, 1875, 
Limtrep in Cmancesy. 

Metropolitan Counties Co-aperative Coal Company, Limited.—The 
M.R. has, by an order dated April 26, appointed Alfred Audrey 
Broad, Walbrook, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, 
on or before June 25, to send their names and sddr and the 

iculars of their debts or claims, to the above. Wedni y, July 
. = = is appointed for hearing and a‘jadicating upon the debts 
and claims. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Faipar, May 28, 1875. 


Baker, Sarah, New North rd. June 28. Fowkes v Pascoe, M.R. 
Groom, Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 
Harries, John, Newport, Pembrokeshire, Retired Master Mariner. 
June 21. Jermain ¥ Davies, V.C. Bacon. Davies and Co, Haver- 
west 
— George Samnel, Leamington, Warwick, Gent. June 25, Wes- 
ton vy Weston, M.R. Reeve, Leicester 
Wall, William, Kingsland crescent, Protestant Dissenting Minister. 
July 1. V.C. Hall 
Winter, Richard, Sevenoaks, Kent, Harness Maker. July 1. Outram 
v Winter, V.C. Hall. Knocker, Sevenoaks 


Turspay, Jane 1, 1875. 

Curtis, William, Woodbine grove, Penge. Timber Merchant. June 28. 
Curtis v Tuliet, M.R. Wilson, Lawrence Pountney lane 

Easton, Alexander, Quirigua, Guatemala, Civil Engineer. June 34. 
Lynn v Easton, V.C. Hall. Turner, London bridge railway eee 

Fauiconbridge, Alfred, sen, Bulwell, Nottingham, Farmer. June 30. 
Faulconbridge v Faulconbrioge, Vi ‘C. Hall. Heath, Nottingham 

Hammond, Samuel, Brighton, Sussex, Retired Carpenter. Jane 28, 
Hammond v Hammond, M.R. Webb, Brighton 

Mackay, Jan Louis, Cheltenham, ; Gioucester, Gent. June 24, De Geer 
v Stone, V.C. Malins, King, Ba’ 

Roberts, John, Upton Bishop, Vaq. = une 24. Watkins v Powell, V.C. 

. Turner, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Wells, Sarah, Lupus st, Pimlico. July 1, Wells v Hale, V.C. Hall. 

Wheatly, New ion, Strand 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. eap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faipar, May 28, 1875. 
Arbon, James, Kingsbury, Middlesex, Esq. June 15, Hedges and 
‘ Brand » Red Lion square, Bloomsbary 
Baply, William, Hastings, Sussex, Major 8th Reg. July 6. Bartlett, 
Arthor st west, London bridge 
Bell, oe Old Change, Furrier. July 10. Milne and Co, Harcourt 


Bowyer, Edmund, Boscobel gardens, Alghe rd, Regent’s park, Gent 
Jane 25 Guillaume and Sons, Fleet si 
Braggs. Rev John, Thorneombe, Dorset. Jnly 24, Dommet and Can- 
ning, Chard 

Cater, Tai wc pet st, Charing cross, June 30. Davies, Devonshire 


st, 
Frost, tf Ashbourne, Dome Jane 24. Hollandand Rigby, Ashbourne 
= same, atone, Southport, Lancashire, Miller, June 26. Yates 


Gimp’ sone Liverposl. June 21, Wilson, Liverpool 
Girting, John te no Rochester, Kent, Linen Draper. July 1. Gir- 


K 
—_ — Stanton, Gloucester, Farmer. Jaly 3, Plambe, Winch- 


ou John, Bolton, Lancashire, Farmer. June3, Ramwell and 
Pennington, Bolton 

a ra wea wees diesex,Gent. Jaly 19. Neal 

fred Kinghorn, bail , Tem Jal 

3%. ‘ew and Co, Henrietta sit, eat per ee ey 

Hurst, John, Southport, Lancash re, Builder. May 31. Ashton, Wigan 

Johnson, Benjamin, Yorkiey, Gloucester, Draper. Jane 30, Winter 
and Maule, Newnham 

Kingham, Thirza, rempten rd, July 1. Pattison and Co, Lombard st 





Lansdown, James William, Cricklade St Sampson, Wilis, Plumber 
July 3, Kinnier and Tombs, Swindon 
Lenox, Margaret, Surbiton park, Surrey. July6. Loxley and Morley, 


Chea 
rene atte, Addingham, Yerk. July |. Gee, Sheffield 
ister, Margaret, Addingham, York. July |. She field 
Lite — Marian, Maker, Cornwall. July 9. Sele and Co, Alder. 


Maxwell a, Lyd, Bayford i. Hackney. July 1. Baddeley and Sons, 
Leman st, Goodman’s fields 

Morris, Thomas, Bunny, Nottingham, Farmer. July 24, Barton and 
Co, Nottingham 

Peat Edward, Newbury, Boot Maker. June 24. Cowper, any 

Pinchin, William, Bath, Somerset. Jnly1. Maule and Uo, Bath 

— John, Blackburn, Lancashire, Gent. June 25. Polding, Blacke 


maa John, Haverfordwest, Retired Master Mariner. June 24, + 
Davies and Co, Haverfordwest 
Robinson, Richard, Lower Darwen, Lancashire, Auctioneer. July 13 


Costeker, Darwen 
Radlin, William Henry, Fulham rd, Gent. June 28. Pope, Great 
James st, Bedford row 
Smith, Thomas, Harlow, Essex, Farmer. July 1. Windus, Epping » 
Smith, William, Queenborough, Kent, Gent. July 1, Hayward 


Rochester 
be ean Stephens, Edgware rd, Hosier. June 30. Lewis and Co, 
ld Jewry 
Watson, James, Whaplode, Lincoln, Gent. July 14. Sturton, Hol- 
be: 


ach 
Watson, Sarah, Southborough, Tunbridge Welis. July 1. Terrell, 
Aldermanbury 
Westrope, William, Ely, Cambridge, District Officer. Jane 12. Archer 
and Son, Ely 
Toxspar, June 1, 1875. 


Andell, pe Bishop Auckland, Darham, Chimney Sweeper. July 1. 
Trotter and Co, Bishop ‘Auckland 

Applegarth, njohn, Old Shildon, Ourham, Grocer, Jaly 1. Trotter and 
Co, Bishop Auckland 

Arundel, John, Blacknest, Berks, Esq. July 15. Cave. Newbury 

— William, Doncaster, York, Carpenter. July 1. Palmer, Don- 


Berry, ‘Dykes, Belsizs park, Hampstead, Mustard Manufacturer. July 
Drake and Son, Cloak lane, Cannon st 

nae, Thomas Hudson, Huddersfield, York, Soiicitor, July 1. 
Laycock and Co 

= “rad Alexander square, Brompton,Gent. Jaly!. March, 
a 

Bicknell, Herman, Ramegate, Kent, Esq. July 1. Crook and Smith, 
Fenchurch st 

Bridge, Elizabeth, Timperley, Cheshire. July 1. Hadfield, jun, Man. 
chester 

Brown, Samuel, Larkhall rise, Clapham, Gent. July 1. David 
Brown, Grafton square, Clapham 

Browne, Hardinge William, ‘Aldershot, Captain R.A. July 10. Park 
and 6o, Essex st, Strand 

Crane, George, Cudham, Kent, Builder. July 3. Rowland, Croydon 

— — Wray Castie, Lancashire, Esq. Septl. Garnett and 
‘0, Liverpool 

Denny, pela oe terrace, Brompton, Surgeon, June 30, Denny, 

leman st 
— John, Nassau st. July 1. Sandomand Kersey, Gracechurch 


on Edward Thomas, Jamaica rd, Bermondsey. Aug 3. Wilkin- 
eon and Drew, Bermondsey st 

Firbank, Thomas, Canney hill, Durham, Innkeeper. July 1. Trotter 
and Co, Bishop "Auckland 

Gilchrist, Elizabeth Mary, Bardsed, Lancashire. June 9. Atkinson 

Grady, Thomas, Bishop nr el Durham, Innseceper. July 1. Trotter 
and Co, Bishop Aucklan 

—, Sarah, Farnefield, Nottingham. Aug 31. Kirkland, South- 


Hall, William, sen, St Cloud, Leckhampton, Gloucester, Gent. Aug 2. 
Wheeler, Cheltenham 

Hill, Godfrey, Henry, Douglas st, Engineer. July 1. Sandom and 
Kersey, Gracechurch st 

Hoperaft, John, Brackley, Northampton, Brewer. July8. Crosby, 
Banbury 

Hatton, James Henry D'Arcy, Kirkby Flestham, York, Esq. June 30. 
Topham and Burrill, Middleham 

Hutton, John Timothy D’arcy, Aldburgh Hall, York, Esq. June 30. 
Topham and Burrill, Midd icham 

Jackson, John, Norton Lindsay, Warwick, Gent. June l4, Wright, 


Leamington 
Martin, y eed Cornwall rd, Notting hill. July 31. Leaeh, Lancaster 


Montrion, Eleanor, Knuzden Hall, Accrington, Lancashire. July 15. 
Learoyd and Lesrvyd, Haddersfield 
Musgrave, William Atack, Leeds, Innkeeper, Aug i. Turner, 


7. y illiam Henry, Weston-super-Mare, S»merset, Esq. July 20. 

ne! sk 

Norton, Caroline, The pas, Peckham rye common. July 10. 
Smith, New square, Lincoin’s inn 

Parsons, Richard, Rew ge a aa Wilts, Yeoman. Aug 30. James 

Pocock, Inmareh Farm, 

Porteous, "John, Sale, Cheshire,. Merchant. June 2%. Booteand Edgar, 
Manehbester 

= De 7 ame Lichfield, Architect. July 26. Barnes and Russell, 


Powell, John, Pensnet, Staff ird,Grocer, July 27. Sandersand Smith 
Sawyer, Isabella, Croydon, Surrey. July 3. Rowland, Croydon 
Smart, Thomas, Gloucester rd, Regent’s park, Keq. June 26, Ovle 
and Co, Essex st, Strand 
Smith, Aton, H Heanor, Derby. Augustl. Williams, jun, Poultry arcade, 
ottingham 
Soure, Mary, Wolston, Warwick, July 12, Twist and Sons, Coventry 
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Stobart, Jane, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Juiy 1, Trotter and Co, 
Bishop Anckland 

Starkey, Edward Sutron, Surrey, Gent. Ju'y 3. Rowland, Crovdon 

Stone, Sarah, Burton Bradst ck, Do-ser, July 19. Gundry, Bridport 

aye. My Ann, Taluctequare, Hyde pers. July 7. Lightfoot and 

ult 

aiteeasn, Sets, West Anekland, Darham, Tailor. Jaly 1. Tro*ter 
snd Co, Bishow Auckland 

Wallace. Marv Ann, Aima st, New North rd, 
Kersey. Geacechnr h st. 

Wilke, Key Willam Charles, Sonthport, Lancashire. Jaly 10. Nicholls 
and Co, Altrincham 

Weod, Richard. Croydor, Surrev, Gent. July3, Rowland, Crovdon 

Wood, Richsrd, Lichfied, Painter. July 31. Baraes and Russell, 
Lichfield 


July 1, Sandor and 


Woodward, William, Earl’s Colne, Essex, Farmer. July 28. Turner 
and Co, Colchester 
Woolnoneh, William, Queen st, Ratciiff highway, Mariner. June 30. 


Hammond, Furnival’s inn 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, May 28, 1875. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proots of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in Lonaon, 
Conolly, Thomas, Belgrave mansions, Grosvenor gardens, 
Pepys. June id a: Ii 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Cockeraft, Edward C » Hyde, nr Hendon, Middlesex, Gent. Pet 
May 19. Harris, Barnet, June 9 at 12 

Scb't, Francis Wycliffe, Welverhamptoun, Stafford, Iron Merchant. Pet 
May 27. Sanders. Wolverhampton, June 8 »t 2 

Smith, James Leith, Walker, Northumberland, Victual'er. 
Mortimer. Newcast'e, June 8 at 12 

Westerby, Thim«s William, and Edwin Benson, Leeds, Engineers. 
Pet May 12. Marshall, Leeds, June 16 at 11 


Toespay, June 1, 1875. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must turward their proofs of debts tu the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Fairman, Edward St John, Mark lane, Banker. 
June 15 at 11,30 
Maciona'd, George, New Broad st, Captain Merchant Service. 
April 21. Spring-Rice. June 17 at li 
Michell, frederick, lawrence lane, Cheapside, Merchant. 
Roche. June 17 at ll 
Ramsay, Alexander, Pali mall, Tailor. 
15 at 12 
Wright, John Henry, Union court, Old Broad st, Wine Merchant. 
May 28. Koche. June 17 at ll 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Bates, Edward, Manchester, Builder. Vet Muy 27. 
June 17 at 9.30 
Plant, James, Leeds, Provision Dealer. Pet May 26. Marshall. Leeds, 
June 30 at 1) 
Randolph, Arthur, Bradford, York, Yarn Merchant. Pet May 28. Rob- 
inson. Bradford, June 18 at 9 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Toespay, June 1, 1875, 
Samuel, Judah (erroneously described as Judith Samuel), Burten 
crescent, Jeweller. May 27 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Fripay, May 28, 1875. 
Aldridge Thomas Greg: ry, Luton, Bedford, Butcher. June 17 at 10.30 
at offices of Neve, [ark st weat, Luton 
Anderton, Wiltiam, Preston, Builder. June 11 at 3 at officesof Aacroft, 
Cannon st, Preston 
Ashton, Henry, Bolron, Laxcashire, Painter. 
of Northgraves, Acresfield, Bolton 
Bishop, Daniel, Aston Ciimton, buckingham, Baker. 
offices of Fell, Green End Aylesbury 
Breslauer, Lonis, Gracechurch st, Ship Owner. 
of Turquand and Co, Tokenhouse yard. 


Pet May 27. 


Pet May 24. 


Pet May 27. Pepys. 


Pet 
Pet May 28. 


Pet May 27. Pepys. June 


Pet 


Kay. Manchester, 


June 14 at lI at offices 
Jane 23 at 12 at 


June 14 at 2 at offices 
Ellis and Crosstield, Mark 


Jane 
Cohen, Myer, Sheffield, Clothier. June 8 at 11 at offices of Binney 
and sons, Q ‘een st Chambers, Shefficld 
Cresswell, ‘Thumas, Hinton, Gloucester, Farmer. June tl at 10.30 at 
the Swan Hotel, Tewkesbury. Taynton and Son, Gloucester 
Cross, Joseph, Bilston, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. June 1Y at 3 at 
oltices of Bowen, Mount Pleasant, Bilston 
Crowther, Thomas, Halifax, out of business. June 11 at 3 at the Crown 
Hotel, Halifax. Craven and Sunderland, Brighouse 
Dallimore, Charies, Brighton, Sussex, Printer’s Foreman. June 17 at 
3 at offices of Champion, North st, Brighton 
Dawson, Jonas, and Hamor Dawson, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturers. 
dune 8 at) 1 at offices of Routh and Co, Royal Insurance buildings, 
Purk row, Leeds, Watson, York 
Dickson, Alexander, Berwick-upon-T'weed, Tailor, June 17 at 12 at 
offices of Gray, Kustern lane, Berwick-npon-'T'weed 
Fiddler, Hezekiab, Darlaston, Stafford, Baker. June 14 at 2 at offices 
at Corbett, Pinfold st, Darlaston 
iediander, Jacob Julius, Biomfieid st, London wall, Commission Mer- 
chant. Jane 10 at 1c at offices of Goldberg, West st, Moorgate st 
Frost, Walter Howard, Manchester, Paper Dealer, Jun: 9 at 3 at 
vftices of Bent, Piccadilly, Manchester 
Gern, August, Boundary rd, Nottiag hill, Organ Builder, June li at 
10 at offices of Berkeley, Marylebone rd 
d, Charles, Graham rd, Dalston, out of business. 
111, Cneapside, Peckham 
ffiths, Thoroas, Watchet, Somerset, Iron Founder. Jane }4 at il 
at offices of Kite, East st, Taunton 
. Edward, Crewe town, Cheshire, Ironmonger, June 15 at 3 at 
Temple chambers, Onk st, Crewe town, Cooke, Crewe 
v, Henry Wade, New Brighton, Cheshire, Beerhouse Keeper. June 
10 ut 2 at offices of Etty, Lord st, Liverpool ' 


June 15 at3 at 








Hingst»n, John Hewitt, Kingsbridge, Davon, Butcher. June 14 at 3at 
the King’s Arms Hotel, Kingsoridge. Harrell, Kingsbrdza 

Horton, Henry James, Ball’s Pond rd, Surgeon. June i4 at 3 at the 
Law [nstitation, Chancery lane, Prior and Co 

Jaggard, Elijah, Ba-row-in-Furaess, Lancashire, Ciothier. 
at Il at Sharp's Hotel, Strand, Barcow-in-Furness. 
Rarrow-in-*urness 

Jeffsry, Thomas, Rupert st, Licensed Publican 
of Sperriog, Pnilpott laue, Fencharelh et. 
church st 

Jolliffe, Thomas, St Albans, Hartford, Licensed Victualler. 
11 at oftices of Castle, Cheavside 

Jutige, Cornelius, Bushey, Hertford, Market Gardener. 
offices of Boydell, South square, Gray’s inn 

Laycock, James, Bolton, Lancashire. Cabinct Maker. 
offices of Dawson and Scowcroft, Bolto: 

Lichtenstein, Simon, Scarborouzh st, Goodman’s field«, General Dealer. 
June 10 at 3 at offices of Goldberg, Wes: st, Moorgate at 

Masterman, Alexandr King, Osmotherley, York, out of business. 
June 4 a. 12 at the Exchange chambers, Ramsgate, S:ockton-on- 
Tees, James, York 

McCowan, Daniet, Heywood, Lancashire, Grocer. June 10 at 3 at the 
Clarence Hotel. Spring gardens, Manchester. Grundy and Co, Bary 

McNamee, Jumes, North Ormesby, York, Wine Merchant. Jnne 8 at 
11 at the Vane Arms Hotel, High st, Stockton-on-Tees. Dobson, 
Middlesborough 

Mills, Robert, Wolverhamp*‘on, S’afford. Grocar, 
ottices of Barrow, Queen +t, Wolverhampton 

Owen, David Waiter, Peumaenmaer, Carnarvon, Draper. 
at offices of Barber and Hu-hes, Bangor 

Paddock, Mariin Jones, Manchester, Wine Merchant. 
offices of Sale and Co, Booth st, Manchester 

Parker, John Rubert, Bridgno:th, S«lop, Licensed Victnaller. 
at 3 at offices of Batte, St Leonard’s churchyard, Bridznorth 

Phillipson, William, Gateshead. Durham, Grocer. June li at 3 at 
offices of Harle and Co, Akensi le hill, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Popplewell, William, Staincliff:, York, Blanket Dealer. June ll at 
10.30 at offices of Wooler, Exchange bnildings, ®atley 

Prior, Richard Corneline, Noithan, Devon, Buiider. June 17 at 12.30 
at offices of Thorne, Castle st, Barnstupie 

Radford, Joseph, Sheffield, Cutlery Ma.ufactorer, 
of Gee, Fig Tree chambers, Sheffield. Binns 

Richard», Richavd, Harwell, Berks, Farmer. Jane 10 at 3 at the 
Queen’s Hote!, Abingdors Jotcham, Wantage, Berks 

Richardson, Arthifr, Leicester, Licensed Victuailer. June 17 at 3 at 
the Anchor Hotel, Charles st, Leicester. Cvanch and Stroud, 
Nottingham : 

Robertson, John Forbes, Bilingsgate, Fish Factor. 
offices of Yuung and Sons, Mark lane 

Salmon, George William Hedges, Highworth, Wilts, Auctioneer. Jane 
10 at il at the King and Queen Hotel, Highworth. Lovett, 
Cricklade 

Shepherd. George Frederick, Weymouth st, New North rd. Vulcanite 
Jewellery Manaficturer. June 14 st 3 at offices of Reader, Gray's 
inn square 

Shipman, Thomas, Ringham, Nottingham, Bockkeeper. June ll at 
11 at offices of Stsfford, Lincelu st Nottingham 

Sbopland, William Henry, Stauhope terrace, Giloucester rd, South 
a Batcher. June 10 at 4at 7, Furnival’sinn. Syms and 


n 

Smith, David, Leeés, Blue Slate Merchant. June 10 at 3 at offices of 
Turner, East paraue, Leeds 

Smith, Levi, St Albans, Her ford, Batcher. June 17 at 4 at the George 
Hozel, St Albans. Annesley, st Albins 

Smith, Mark, William Hold«worth Huley, and Henry Holdsworth, 
Bramley, York, Tsnuers. June 8 at 2 at offices of Pullan, Bank 
chambers, Park row. Leeds 

Staeeman, James, Carlinhow, York, Bu'cher. 
Draper, Stockton-on-Tees 

Symonds, Henry, Norwood rd. Lower Norwood, Salesman. June 10 at 
3 at offices of Heather aud Son, Paternoster row 

Terry, Henry Joh>, Willesborough, Ken, Innkeeper. June9 atl at 
the Royal Oak, A-hford. Minter, Folkestone 

Thomas, Lewis, Swansea, Glamorgan, Silewman. Jane 8 at 2 at 1, 
Somerset place, Swansea, Smith and Co, Swansea 

Thompson, William, Kingstoa-apon-Huill, Coal Merchant. June 11 at 
1 at ottices of Carlill and Barkinshaw, Pactiamea: st, Kingston-upon- 
Hull. S-amp and Co 

Tomkins, James Harril!, Bristol, Corn Eactor. 
Lrittan and Co, Small st, Bristol 

Turner, Robert Maynard, Eastfield, Gloucester, Rate Collector, June 
12 at 12 at offices of Stevans, Nicholas st, Bristo:. Sherrard, B-istol 

Waddy, Isaiah Danks, sheffield, Aucuo cer. June li at 2 at the 
Cutlers’ Hall, Church st, Shetteld 

Walker, Marian, St Peter’s quay, Northumberland, Provision Daler. 
June Li at 2 at offices of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne 

Walshaw, Edward, Wakeficld, York, Corn Miller. Jane lt atl at offices 
of Mackie and Co, Corn Exchange bdnildings, Wakefield 

Ward, Samuel Roorscy, Hudderstisid, York, Linen Draper. 
12 at 8, York st, Manchester. Haigh, Huddersfield 

Waring, William, Beeston, Nottingham, Commercia!t Traveler. June 
1} at 2at the Washington Hotel, Lime st, Liveryoo', Spurr, Hall 

Watsor, Joho, Bristol, Hitter. Juue 21 at 2 at offices of Pearson, Clare 
st, Bristol 


June 15 
Taylor, Strand, 


June 14 at 3 at offices 
Miller and Gane, Grace- 


June 10 at 
June 10 at Sat 


June 10 at 3 at 


Jane 12 at Ll at 
May$ at2 
June 15 at 3 at 
June 9 


June 7 at 4 at offices 


Jane 5 at 10 at 


June 10 at 3 at offices of 


Jane 8 at 12 at oTicesof 


June 9 at 


Westbeech, Alfred Edward, Fenchurch st, General Merchant, Juae 22 
at 3 at offices of Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry chambers 
Western, Nolson Lake, Bread st, Faney Warehouseman, June 21 at [2 


at offices of Foreman and Cooper, Gresham st. Muller, King st, Caeap- 
side 

Whalley, Rev Richard Ambrose, Garwood, Norfo'k. Jane 9 at 12 at 
offices of Archer and Archer, King st, King’s Lyon 

White, Beajamin, Bristol, House Painter. June 10 at 12at offices of 
Hancock and Co, Guildva'l, Broad st, Bristel. Parnell and Salt 

Woodward, Thomas Welch, Freemantie, Hants, Brewer's Clerk, 
June 10 at 12 at offices of Gay, Albion terrace, Southampton 

Wyver, James Henry, Stephen st, Lisson grove, Licensed Victualler, 
oo 2 wt 2 at offices of Beusley and Gray, King et, Cheapside, Lay, 

ultry 
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Tvuxspay, June 1, 1875. 
Allen, Hei ry, Gaywood, Norfolk, Clerk. June 10 at 12 at offices of 
Glaisier uud Mason, King st, King’s Lynn 
Allen, Hugb, Penarth, Glamorgan, Builder. June 15 at 11 at offices of 
» Jenkins and Co, High st, Cardiff. Davis, Cardiff 
Allsop, Henry, Hoole, nr Chester, Clerk. June 16 at3 at offices of 
Bridgman and Co, Newgate st, Chester 
Bailey. William, and John Alfred Banford, Mark lane, Commission 
Agents. June 17 at 2 at the Guildhall Coffee Honse, Guildhall, 
Edwards Fetter lane, Fleet st 
Beckett, Hamiltoa, Worthing, Sussex, Gent. June 15 at 3 at offices of 
Nye, North st, Brighton 
Botirel, William, Bird-in-Hand court, Cheapside, Billiard Room Mana- 
ger. June 17 at 3at offices of Kebbell, Fenchurch st 
Brimble, George William, Old Brentford, Middlesex, Corn Merchant. 
June 11 at2 at offices of Birchall, Gracechurch st 
Brown, Thompson, Easington, Durham, Builder. Jane 21 at 11 at offices 
of Fairclough, West Sunniside, Sunderland 
Burtioshaw, George, Stockport, Cheshire, Foreman. June 16 at 3 at offices 
of Sampson, South King st, Manchester 
Caborn, Reuben, Biggleswade, Bedford, Chemist. June 11 at I2at the 
Town Hall, Biggleswade. Mitchell, Bedford 
Camptell, James, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Travelling Draper. June 
16 at 12 at offices of Robinson, Crancerv lane, Darlington 
Campling, Abraham, aod William Roland Baillie, Norfolk, Linen 
. Drapers. June 22 ats at ottices of Miller and Co, Bank chambers, 
Norwich. Stevens 
Chamberlaine, John William, Euston rd, no occupation. June 11 at 12 
at offices of Piunkett, Gutter lane 
Clarke, William, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. June 
19 at 11 at offices of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Collis, James, Kidbrooke, Kent, Surveyor. Ju1re 14 at 2 at the Albert 
Rooms, Eleanor rd, Woolwich. Whale, Cheapside 
Cooke, Edward, Haughton, Lancashire, Hatter. June 17 at 3 at the 
Nottingham Castle Inn, Stockportrd, Denton. Drinkwater, Hyde 
Crawford, Joseph, and Robert Criwford, Manchester, out of business. 
June 2! at 12 at offices of Hankinson, St James’s square, Manchester 
Crowther, Samuel, Pudsey, York, Common Brewer. June }4 at Il at 
ro of Watson and Dickons, Victoria chambers, Market st, Brad- 
‘ord 
Cully, William George, Commercial rd, Peckham, cut of business. June 
18 at 3 at offices of Wetherfield, Gresham buildings, Guildhall 
Davis, Hugh, Conway, Carnarvon, Tailor. Jane 12 at 2.30 at offices of 
Jones, Castle st, Couway 
Deans, Richard, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Licensed Victualler, June 
23 at 3 at offices of Dallow, Qaeen’s square, Wolverhampton 
Dougias, William, Merthyr Tydfil, Giamorgan, Draper. June 12 at 1 at 
oftices of Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tid fil 
Dunn, William, Birmingham, Brass Founder. June 14 at 3 at offices of 
Parry, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Evans, William, Caerieon-ultra-Pontem, Monmouth, Maltster. June 
14 at 3 at offices of Tribe and Co, High st, Newport. Farand Wade, 
Newport 
Ford, Kanes James, jan, Upper st, Islington, Stationer. June 15 at 12 
at 145, Cueapside. Rogers, Knight Rider st 
Foster, James, and Samuel Stone Silman, Small Heath, Aston-juxta- 
Birmingham, Engineers, June 14 at 12 at offices of Jelf, Newhall st, 
Birmingham 
Foster, James, Small Heath, Aston-juxta-Birmingham. Engineer. 
Jane 15 at 12 at the Queen’s Hotel, Manchester. Jelf, Newhall st, 
Birmingham 
Freeman, William Alfred Edward, Acton, Middlesex, Pig Keeper. June 
12 at 3 atoffices of Calveriey, Essex st, Strand 
Gawtborn, Charles, and Stephen Edward Gawthorn, Northampton, 
Shoe Mannfacturer, Jane il at 3at olfices of Becke, Market square, 
Northampton 
Goldberg, Hyams, Newcastle-npon-Tyne, Picture Frame Manufacturer 
June 14 at 2 at offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastie-upon-Tyne a 
Graham, James, Branswick st, Cromer st, Gray’s inn rd, Baker. June 
15 at 2 at offices of Nickinson and Co, Caancery jane 
Grant, Richard, Crediton, Devon, Cabinet Maser. Junel5 at 2 at the 
Half Moon Hotel, High st, Exeter. Searle, Crediton 
Gregory, Charles, Neweastle-upon-Tyns, Boot Maker. Jane 10 at2 at 
oitices of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st, Newcastle-apon-Tyne 
Harmsworth, John, Canterbury place west, Ferry rd, Millwall, Grocer. 
June 15 at 2 at offices of Vernede, Scrand 
Harrison, Henry, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Jane 15 at 3 at offices 
of Qainn, South Jobn st, Liverpool 
Hatchard, William, Jones st, Berkeley square. Tailor. Jane 10 at 3 
at Wood’s Hotel, Portugal st, Lincoln’s ian fields 
Hedger, George Henry, Aylesbury, Buckingham, General Dealer, 
June 18 at 12 at offices of Reader, Gray’s inn square 
Hegginbottom, Hugh, Simondiey, ur Glossop, Derby, Farmer. June 14 
at 1! at offices of Queich, Dale st, Liverpool 
Higginson, William Marshall, Manchester, out of business, June 16 at 
3 at offices of Leigh, Brown st, Manchester 
Hindley, Joun, Shettield, Boot Manufacturer, Jane 14 at 3 at offices of 
Clegg and Sons, Bank st, Sheffield 
Hiskett, James, Frome, Somerset, Baker. June 15 at 1% at offices of 
Dunn and Payne, King st, Frome 
Hollis, William, Sheffield, Chemist. June 11 at 3 at offices of Gee, Fig 
Tree lane, Sheffield. Binns, Sheffield 
George, Halifax, York, Saddler. June 14 at 3 at offices of Long- 
bottom, Northgate chambers, Halifax 
Holmes, Joha,Charch st, Rotherhithe, Corn Dealer. Jane 17 at 3 at 
of Wetherfield, Greshan buildings, Guildhall 
Huscroft, Dobson, » Cabinet Maker. June i2at 31 at offices of 
Pailan, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 
Ingham, Louis, Leeds, Confectioner. June 11 at 3 at offices of Walker, 


parade, 
Johnson, John Bradley, Kingston-upon-Hull, Boot Manufactorer, June 
16 at 31 at offices of Julian, Manor st, Kingston-upon-Hail 
Jones, Georze Ierail, Parnell rd, Uld Ford, out of business. Jane 21 at 
12 at offices of Moss, Gracechurch st 
John, Derby, Sailder. Jane lsat 3 at offices of Cooke, 
Fal} st, ged <o 
wood, Joseph Rayner, Otley, York, Eogineer, June 15 at 3 at offices 
a Tarner, Bast parade, Leeds : F 





Lowe, William Henry, Belton Ashes, Lincoln, Farmer. June 15 at 12 
at the Angel Inn, Grantham, Peak and Snow, Sleaford 

Maddison, George, Middlesborough, York, Innkeeper. June 12 at l2at 
Barker’s Temperance Hotel, Bridge st West, Middiesborough. Baia- 
bridge, Middiesborouch 

Marsden, William, Sheffield, out of business. June 11 at 3 at offices of 
Watson and Esam, Bank st, Sheffield 

Martin, Owen, Sunderland, Durham, Tailor. June 11 at 2 at offl:es of 
Sherwood and Co, John st, Sunderland. Bentham, Sunderland 

McRitchie, James, Didsbury, near Manch » Waret an. Jane 
21 at 3 at offices of Gould, St Peter’s square, Manchester 

Mellanby, Joseph, and John Cowley, West Hartlepool, Durham, 
Timber Merchants. June 17 at 3 at offices of Bell, Caurch st, West. 
Hartlepool 

Midgiey, Samuel, Hornsea-in-Holderness, York, Temperance Hotal 
Keeper. June 11 at 3 at o:tices of Laverack, Couaty buildiags, Kings- 
ton-upon-Hall 

Miller, [Thomas McGregor, Huddersfield, York, Draper. June 16 at LL 
at offices of Armitage, Lord st, Huddersfield 

Mott, George, Birmingham, Coal Dealer. June 12 at 10 at offices of 
Eaden, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Mountain, John, Birmingham, Machinist. June 1) at 10.30 at offices of 
East, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Murray, Donald, Arthur rd, Holloway, Clerk. June 18 at 12 at offices 
of Holloway, Ball’s Pond rd, Islington. Featon, Atbiva terrace, 
Kingsland 

Neal, James, Leicester, Tailor. June 14 at 3 at the Marlborough 
Head, Welford rd, Leicester. Petty, Leicester 

Newell, Joseph, Thaxted, Essex, Harness Maker. June 21 at 3 at 
offices of Snell, Great Dunmow 

Nicholson, Margaret, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Twine Manufacturer. June 
9 at 2 at offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upoa Tyne 

Oldacre, Thomas Smith, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Machine Importer. 
June li at 2 at the Royal Hotel, Crewe. Suerratt, Kidsgrove 

Oldfield, Benjamin, East Retford, Nottingham, Ionkseper. June }4 at 
12 at offices of Marshall and Co, Eas: Retford. Bescoby, East R2tford 

Parkinson, Edward, Bolton-ls-Sands, Lancishire, Joiner, June i4 at 
11 at offices of Hall and Marshall, Damside st, Lancaster 

Parsons, Edwin, Litcharch, Derby, Commercial Traveller. June 18 at 
11 at offices of Heath, Amen alley, Derby 

Perkins, Thomas, Longton, Stafford, Grocer, June 15 at 4 at offices of 
Addieshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 

Price, Emmanuel, Gabalva, Glamorgan, Grocer, June 17 at Ll ac 
ottices of Morgan, High st, Cardiff 

Ramsey, James, sen, South Shields, Durham, Seedsman. June 16 at 3 
at offices of Blair, King st, South Shields 

Redgate, Henry, Ruddington, Nottingaam, Baker. June 16 at 12 at 
offices of Heath, St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 

Shenton, Alfred. Hanley, Stafford, Crate Makor, June 5 at 11 at the 
Vine Inn, Stafford. Shires, Leicester 

Shilcock, James Tunnicliffe, Leicester, Draper. June 14 at 3 at offices 
of Owston, Friar lane, Leicester 

Silverstone, Joseph, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jeweller. June 8 at tl at 
offices of Keenlyside and Forster, Grainger st west, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Bourne, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Smallbone, Josiah, Hampstead Norris, Berxs, Baker. June il at 11 at 
the White Hart Hotel, Newbury. Lucas, Newoury 

Suthers, Spencer, Oidham, Lancashire, Cotton Spinner. June 17 at 3 
at offices of Ascroft and Co, Clegg st, Oldham 

Tapscott, John Hellier, Birmingham, Coal Merchant. June ls at2 at 
offices of Coleman and Coleman, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Thomas, Iltyd, Brighton, Suss:x, Builder. June 16 at 3 at offices of 
Nye, North st, Brighton 

Thomas, Samuel, Stourport, Worcester, Grocer, June 12 at 11 atoffices 
of Morton, Worcester st. Kidderminster 

Thoruhi!l, William, Walsall, Stafford, Brush Manufacturer. June 16 at 
12 at the Queen’s Hotel, Stepheasgon place, Birmingham, Wilkinson 
and Gillespie 

Titshall, William Joseph, Woodbine grove, Penge, Corn Merchant. 
June l4at il at 145, Cheapside. Robinson, Christcburch passage, 
Newgate st 

Topley, John, Chatham, Kent, Grocer, June 12 at 11 at the Sun 
Hotel, High st, Chatham. Hughes, Gresham buildings, Basinghali st 

Townend, John, Cleckheaton, York, Manufacturing Chemist. June 14 
at 11 at offices of Lancaster and Wright, Manor row, Bradford 

Trend, Henry Gristock, Petherton rd, Highbary New park, Surgeon. 
June 16 a6 3 at offices of Starkey, Angel! court, Throgmorton st 

Tunaley, Henry Roach, Wymondham, Norfolk, Licensed Victualler. 
June 16 at 1 at offices of Sadd and Linay, Church st, Theatre at, 





Norwich 

White, Peter, Manchester, Joiner. June 14 at 3 at offices of Ritson and 
Grundy, John Dalton st, Manchester 

Whittington, Thomas, Jane Elizabeth Whittington, and John Whitting- 
ton, Preston hill, Warwick, Farmers. June 15 at 2 at offices of 
Warden, Guild st, Stratford-on-Avon 

Wilcock, Joseph, Sowerby bridge, York, Grocer. June 1l at 3 at 
offices of Rhodes, Horton st, Halifax 

Williams, Richard, Wellington, Salop, Tailor. June 16 at 11,30 at offices 
of Marcy and Sons, Wellington 

Wilshire, George England, Potterne, Wilts, no occupation. June 12 at 
11 at offices of Randell, Exchange place, Devizes. Day, Devises 

Wood, William, and William Dixon Croft, Leeds, Builders. June 14 at 
3 at offices ot Malcolm, Park row, Leeds 

Young, Walter Ward, High st, Kingsland, Stationer. June il atl at 
offices of Mossop, Cannon st 


Ws ERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 

of the Undertaker’s bill have long operated as an oppressive tax 
upon all classes of the community. With » view of poping oremesy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, .whea 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves ared 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according 
$o their means and the requirements of the case. The Company also 
undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 
of the United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing fall particalars ma 
be Obtained, or will be forwarded, upon applicaion to the Onlet Oiico, 
Lancaster-place Strand, W.C, 











